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ARTICLE VI. 


===) Am very forry that my Reapers fhould 
| be difpleafed with my taking notice of f 
S| Theological Treatifes ; but that fome of a 
them are, appears by a notable Epi- ; 
ftle, dated from Richmond, O&. 16, 
1739. which I fhall here infert exactly as it is writ- 
ten, at the Defire of feveral who have feen the Ori- 4 
ginal. ah 


To the AuTHOR of the Works of the 
LEARNED. | 





| SIR; 
« AS I have hitherto been your conftant Reader, I 
<§ think I may take the Liberty as to tell you, 
. << IT am of Opinion you ufe me and the reft of 
. ‘* your Readers very ill, for this fix Months 
eC Jaft paft (and for feveral Months before) your 
| «© Pamphlet has been ftuffed full of Divinity why 
“ fo much Divinity for my Part I do not think 
| © Religion is of any Service to Mankind, on the 
| “ Contrary as may feen in Bayle, Bakers Hiffory of 
‘© the Inquifition, Don Antonio de Solis’s Hiftory of 
‘8 Mexicos but Peerage Sanchez de Matrimo- 
ce n405 
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The Works of the LEARNED. Art. 6. 


nio, and the Summa of Beneditti the Francifcain 
(which I have got) are undeniable Proofs that 
Religion is of no Service (but only to maintain 
a Parcel of idle Fellows) for a religious Man or 
Woman may commit (anddoes) as appears b 
thefe two Books as many deteftable and beaftly 
Actions as ever were committed by the Infidels 
(as they are called) and have nothing to do but to 
confefs, and receive the Sacrament and then they 
may go and play the fecond Part of the fameTune, 
upon the fame Inftruments. Therefore how can 
Religon be of any Service. Befides is there fuch a 
Thing as an honeft Man to be found Wherefore 
if I may be gratified pray oblige me fo far as to 
takeNotice of fome other Books, and lets’ haveno 
more Divinity, or at leaft very little, for if you 
do you'll lofe your Character in the Minds of 
many People, for whoever reads Bayle mutt 
have fuch an Opinion of Religion as Pope Leo 
the Xth had. And it can’t be agreeable to Men 
to read what they do not believe a Word of, be- 
fides admit they did believe it the Books I have 
mentioned fhew it of no Service. If the Clergy 
think Religion is of fuch great Service why do 
they not lay afide their exceffive Pride which 
makes them odious to every Body, no they can- 
not do that becaufe their is no Clergyman but 
what believes either one or all the following 
Opinions, ft, That there-is no God, edly, 
There is no Hereafter, 3dly, That What- 
ever is is Right with regard to Man their being 
neither Virtue nor Vice, and therefore they defpife 
all thofe People that believe any thing that is con- 
trary to the abovementioned Opinions. (’Tis 
natural for the Learned to defpife the Ignorant) 
[fancy your Works is compofed by a Parcel of 
poor pitiful Fellows, who have no other Oppor- 
tunity of recommending their Nonfenfe called 
«© Divinity 
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‘© Divinity but this Way, two of my Acquaintance 
‘who live at Thiflleworth have left of buying 


a 


« them Upon this Account, I am afraid I fhall , 
“© follow their Example. Were you not Fools, - 


«¢ you would fell Ten times as many, as you do, 
«¢ if you would copy Paffages out of good Authors 
‘sas you have done by Saw, @Banier, Pollnitz, 
“© Helfcham (which I have bought) laying afide 
«© your Divinity befides if you took that Method 
«¢ numbers of the Rabble would be able for a 
“¢ Trifle to read as | may fay a good Library. 
. I am Yours, &c. 
Iam very loath to difoblige this Writer, or his 
good Friends the Gentlemen at T2ifleworth, nay I 
would gratify them to the utmoft of my Power, 
but that cannot go beyond my Obligations to others: 
Therefore, as he and his worthy Acquaintance muift 
own, that there are Readers who have:as much 
Right to be pleafed as they, and that feveral may 
be fuppofed to have a relifh of Theological or Di- 
vine Subjects, and defirous to be inform’d of the 
beft Treatifes thereupon, it becomes me to do fome- 
thing for the Satisfaction of thefe, and not confine 
myfelf altogether to their Tafte and Entertainment. 
May not fome People have as little Regard for Books 
of Travels, of Phyfiological Experiments, and the 
like, as they have for Divinity ? And if fo, may not 
they complain of ill Ufage, in their Turn, on Ac- 
count of thofe very Articles which my Correfpondent 
approves of, As for his Notions of Religion, I will 
not prefume to difpute them. Why fhould he nor 
think of it as he pleafes? If, at the worft, he is in an 
Error, his Miftake can be of no long continuance, 
a Death-bed, ora future State, will certainly recti- 
fy it: And if that be the Cafe, as he now declares 
his prefent Apprehenfions, he will then, as an ho- 
neft Man, exprefs himfelf of a different Opinion ; 
and with this fure I ought to be contented, 
F 2 But 
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But there is another Confideration which, I am 
perfuaded, will have its due Weight on the Perfons 
I am now pleading with, if they will only con- 
defcend a little to reflect on it: And this is, That 
Theology, as it is here taken, includes within its 
‘Compafs a great deal of polite Literature; it is at- 
tended by and frgquently mixed with Chronology, 
Hiftory, Natural Philofophy, Mythology, and Me- 
taphyficks ; and the Difcourfes that come under the 
general Denomination of Theological, do very often 
challenge the Character of The Works of the Learned, 
with no lefs Juftice than itis beftowed upon the feveral 
Performances that are mentioned in the foregoing 
Epiftle. And if it be fo, how fhall I come up to 
the Character of Impartiality, which it behoves me 
always to maintain, or anfwer the Intention, or even 
the Title of my Undertaking, if fuch are entirely 
neglected. That they are chiefly, if not only, fuch, 
which are taken notice of in thefe Papers, the 
Objecter himfelf muft needs acknowledge, if he 
will but review them, in order to make the Obfer- 
vation. Upon the whole therefore I hope he will 
for the future allow me now and then to intermix 
facred with prophane Subjects, and, tho’ he fhould 
retain, for his own Part, the fame Contempt and 
Abhorrence for Religion that he now teftifies, per- 
mit me, in mere Complaifance to others, to men- 
tion a few Things relating to it. It is with a full 
Perf{wafion of his Goodnefs in this Particular that I 
at this Time proceed to fay fomething of a very ufe- 
iul Book now before me, entitled, 

| The World to Come: Or, Difcourfes on the Foys 
and Sorrows of departed Souls at Death, and the 
Glory or Terror of the Refurreétion. Whereto is pre- 
hx’d 4u Effay towards the Proof of a feparate State 
of Souls after Death. By F. Watts, D.D. Lon- 
don, printed for Richard Hert and James Brackffones 
at 
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at the Bible and Crown in the Poultry. 1739. Ogtavo, 
Pages 550. 

I intend not to meddle with the practical Part of 
this Work ; it is of the preliminary Effay alone 
that I fhall endeavour to give the Reader an Idea. 
This is divided into five Sections, In the firft the 
Subject is propofed, the Importance of it is evinced, 
and the Objections to that are very briefly mentioned 
and refuted. 

“© It is confeffed, our Reverend Author fays, That 
‘© the Doctrine of the Refurrection of theDead at the 
«¢ Jaft Day, and the everlafting Joys or Sorrows that 
<¢ fhall fucceed it, as they are defcribed in the New 
‘© Teftament, are a very awful Sanction to the 
‘© Gofpel of Chrift, and carry in them fuch Prin- 
‘«< ciples of Hope and Terror, as /hould effectually 


c 


ao ff Ow 


¢ 


on the other hand, fo corrupt and perverfe are 
the Inclinations of Men in this fallen and degene- 
rate World, and their Paffions are fo much af- 
fected by Things that are juft at hand, that even 
the Joys of Heaven and the Sorrows of Hell, 
when fet far beyond Death and the Grave at fome 
vaft and unknown Diftance of Time, will have 
but too little Influence on their Hearts and Lives. 
cc __, Whereas, if it can be fhewn from the Word 
«© of God, that after the Moment of Death the Soul 
enters into an unchangeable State, according to 
its Character and Conduct here on Earth, and 
<¢ that the Recompences of Vice ana Virtue are in 
“ fome Meafure to begin immediately after the 
End of the prefent Life, —- Virtue will have a 
«© nearer and ftronger Guard placed about it, and 
‘© Piety will be attended with fuperior and more 
“ forceable Motives.” 

When our Author has reprefented the ufeful 
Tendency of his Doctrine, he applies himfelf to 
anfwer in a general Way what may be urged 
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againft it.. “The Oppofers thereof will fay, “ That 
«¢ the whole Time from Death to the Refurreétion 
<< is but as the Sleep of a Night; and the Dead 


a A 


‘ the long Diftance of Time that hath pafs’d fince 
‘ their Deceafe. One Year or one thoufand Years 
‘ will be the fame thing to them, and therefore 
‘© they fhould be as careful to prepare for the Day 
<< of Judgment and the Iffues of it, as they are for 
‘ their Entrance into the State here fpoken of, if 
«¢ there were indeed fuch a State to receive them.” 

Our Author in his Reply to this Plea grants, 
the ‘yiatter fhould be in Reafon and Juftice as the 
Objector fuppofes, but afferts it to be in Fact other- 
wife ; and this he attributes to the Weaknefs and 
Folly inherent in our Nature, that caufe Men to be 
lefs folicitous to prepare for an Lvent, tho’ certain, 


a a & 


a 


which they fuppofe to be very far of, than they 


would be for the fame Event, if it were irftantly or 
very fhortly to happen. | ) 

Among thofe whom he is here dealing with, who 
will have the State of Rewards and Punifhments to 
be delayed till the Refurrection, there are fome, as 
our Author remarks, ‘‘ who fancy the Soul to exift 
 ftill as a diftinét Being from the Body, but to 
“¢ pafs the whole Interval in a State of Sleep, with- 
‘¢ out any Con{cioufnefs or Activity.” Others again 
imagine, that ** the Soul of itfelf has not a fuf- 
<¢ ficient Diftinétion from the Body to give it any 
© proper Exiftence when that dies; but that its 
“ Exiftence fhall be renewed at the Refurrection of. 
“¢ the Body, and then be-made the Subject of Joy 
** or Pain, according to its Behaviour in this mor- 
“< gal Life” | 4 f 

Neither of thefe Notions are countenanc’d, as our 
Author evinces, by true Philofophy: Thofe who 
hold the former, muft, as he apprehends, : fuppofe 
the Soul to be Material, i.e, an extended and folid 

. | Subftance, 


¢ fhall awake out of their Gravesutterly infenfible of 
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Subftance. If they fuppofe it an unextended Being, 
our Author confeffes he has no Idea of the Exiftence’ 
of fuch a one without Confcioufnefs or a€tive Power, 
nor do they pretend to have any fuch Idea as he 
ever heard, and therefore they generally grant it to 
be extended. But if they imagine it to be fo, it 
muft either have fomething more of Solidity than 
mere Space, or it muft be as unfolid as Space itfelf: 
He confiders both thefe, and his Reafoning there- 
upon is as follows : 
‘© Ifthe Soul (fays he) be as thin and fubtle as mere 
empty Space, yet while it is Active and Confci- 
‘© ous, I own it muft have a proper Exiftence;, but 
‘¢ if it once begins to Sleep and drop all Confciouf. 
 nefs and Aaivity, I have no other Idea of it but 
“ the fame I have of empty Space ; and that | con- 
‘© ceive to be mere nothing, tho’ it impofe upon us 
‘s with the Appearance of fome Sort of Properties. 
<¢ If they allow the Soul to have any the leaft De- 
‘¢ gree of Denfity above what belongs to empty 
‘ Space, this is Solidity in the Philofophical Senfe 
‘6 gf the Word, and then it is /olid Extenfion, which 
“ Ticall Mutter : And a material Being may indeed 
“¢ He Jaid afleep, z.e. it may ceafe «0 have any Mo- 
‘¢ don in its Parts; but Motion is not Confciouf- 
“¢ nefs: And how either folid or unfolid Extenfion, 
‘¢ either Space or Matter, can have any Confciout- 
«¢ nefs or Thought belonging to any Part of it, or 
‘© {pread through the whole of it, 1 know not; or 
“¢ what anySortof Extenfion can do toward Thought 
“ or Confcioufnefs, { confefs 1 underftand not; 
“nor can I frame any more an Idea of it, 
‘*¢ than I can of a blue Motion, or a {weet-fmelling 
*¢ Sound, or of Fire, or Air, or Water reafoning 
“* or rejoicing: And | do not affect to fpeak of 
*« Things or Words, when i can form no core 
‘¢ refpondent Ideas of whatis fpoken. So far as [ 
* can judge, the Soul of Man in its own Nature is 


“~ 
o 


F 4 ‘¢ nothing 
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«¢ nothing elfe but a confcious and active Principle, 
«6 fubfifting by itfelf, made after the Image of 
«< God, who is all confcious Activity ; and it is 
és ftill the fame Being, whether it be united to an 
¢¢ Animal Body, or feparated from it. If the Body 
« die, the Soul ftill exifts an active and confcious 
¢s Power or Principle, or Being; and if it ceafes 
<< to be Confcious and Aétive, I think it ceafes to 
<< be; for I have no Conception of what remains, 
«© Now if the confcious Principle continue Confci- 
“¢ ous after Death, it will not be in a mere confci- 
<¢ ous Indolence: The good Man and the wicked 
ss will not have the fame indolent Exiftence. 
s¢ Virtue or Vice in the very Temper of this Being 
« when abfent from Matter or Body, will become 
«¢ a Pleafure or a Pain to the Contcience of a fepar 
¢¢ rate Spirit.” 

This being a Subject that has employed the 
Thoughts of many Philofophers, our Author does but 
juft intimate his Sentiments of it, without defigning 
co enter that large Field of Metaphyfical Difcourte, 
which a formal Defence or Refutation of the Argu- 
ments relating thereto would open: For this Kind 
of Reafoning, as he fays, will have but little Influ- 
ence on this Controverfy with the Generality of 
Chriftians, becaufe it is a Thing rather to be deter- 
mined by the Revelation of the Word of God. 

It is that therefore which he now proceeds to in- 
quire of, in the fecond and third Seétions of his 
Effay, as the propereft Oracle whereby the Quetti- 
on can be refolved. And here he tells us, he finds 
feveral Paffages in the Old Tefiament as well as in 
the New, which anfwer this Purpofe. Thefe he 
divides into two Claffes. One is of thofe which 
may moft naturally be conftrued to fignify the Ex- 
iftence of the Soul in a feparate State after the Bo- 
dy is dead, but do not carry with them fuch plain 
Evidence or forceable Proof as is entirely convic- 

tive, 
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tive, being capable of a different Interpretation.* The 
other includes fuch as more exprefly and certainly dif- 
cover the feparate State, and which, he thinks, cannot 
with any tolerable Appearance of Reafon be turn- 
ed afide from their plain and obvious Intention, + 
The Texts of the former fort are comprehended in 
the fecond Seétion, thofe of the latter in the third, 
On thofe of the firft Rank our Author has made 
only a few brief Obfervations, but on thofe of the 
other, which he apprehends to be demonftrative of 
his Doétrine, he has infifted more copioufly. 

When he has gone through all the Arguments 
which thefe Places of Scripture furnifh him with 
for the Proof of his Opinion, there is one more, 
derived partly from Reafon and partly from 
the facred Records, which feems, he fays, to carry 
fome Weight with it, and which he propofes at the 
End of the third Section. I fhall here lay it before 
the Reader. “© The Doctrine of Rewards and Pu- 
‘© nifhments, in a feparate State of Souls, hath 
« been one of the very chief Principles or Mo- 
‘ tives whereby Virtue and Religion have been 
¢ maintained in this finful World, throughout all 
“< former Ages and Nations, and under the feveral 
«¢ Difpenfations of God among Men, ull the Re- 
¢ furrection of the Body was fully revealed : Now 
«¢ it is fcarce to be fuppofed, that fuch a Doétrine, 
«¢ which God inthe Courfe of his Providence hath 
«© made ufe of, as a chief Principle and Motive of 
“© Religion and Virtue, through all the World, 


“A 


“ 


“ 


* The Texts of this kindare, P/a/. 73. 24, 26. Ecclef. 12. 
9. Wfai.§7. 2. Lukeg. 30, 31. Johns. 24. 16.6. 47, 
g0, 51. Jo.41. 26. Ib4. 14. Met§. #2. Ads7. g- 
Rom. 8.10, 11. 2Cor.5. 1, 2. b.42. 2,3. Phil. 
zu. 1 Thef. 4. 14. Ib. 5. 10. i Pet. 3. 18, 19, 20, 
Jude, ver.7. Rev. 6. 9. 

+ The Texts of this Clafs are, Alatth.10. 28. Luke 16. 
22, Ge. Ib. 20. 37, 38. 1b. 23. 42, 432 2Cor. 5. G, 8. 
Pbil. 3: 25, 2g. Hed. 32. .23.. 2Petut, &% 


‘¢ which 
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‘¢ which had any true Virtue, and in all Ages be- 
‘© fore Chriftianity, fhould be a falfe Doétrine. 
«¢ Let us prove the firft Propofition by a View 
‘ of the feveral Ages of Mankind and Difpenfati- 
‘ ons of Religion. 

“© The Heathens, who have had nothing elfe but 
« the Light of Nature to guidethem, could have no 
© Notion at all of the Refurrection of the Body ; 
‘ and therefore not only the wifeft and beft of 
“ them, but perhaps the Bulk of Mankind among 
<¢ the Gentiles, at leaft in Europe and Afia, if not 
“in Africa and America alfo, who have been 
« taught by Priefts and Poets, and the publick 
<< Opinions of their Nation and Traditions of their 
«© Anceftors, have generally fuppofed fuch a fepa- 
“¢ rate State after this Life, wherein their Souls 
« fhould be rewarded or punifhed, except where 
«¢ the Fancy of Tranfmigration prevailed ; and even 
<< thefe very Tranfmigrations into other Bodies 
“© (viz.) of Dogs, or Horfes, or Men, were af- 
¢ fign’d as fpeedy Rewards or Punifhments of their 
«© Behaviour in this Life. 

«© Now tho’ this Doé¢trine of immediate Recom- 
‘¢ pences could not be proved by them with Certainty 
* and Clearnefs, and had many Follies mingled with 
‘¢ it, yet the probable Expectation of it, fo far as 
<< it hath obtained among Men, hath had a good 
‘© Degree of Influence through the Conduét of 
* common Providence to keep the World in fome 
‘ tolerable Order, and prevent. univerfal Irregu- 
‘¢ jarities and Exceffes of the higheft Degeee ; it 
«¢ hath had fome Force on the Confcience to re- 
‘¢ {train the enormous Wickednefs of Men. 

“The Patriarchs of the firft Ages, whofe Hi- 
‘© ftory is related in Scripture, had no Notion of 
“© the Refurrection of the Body exprefly revealed 
“¢ to them that we can find; and ic muft be the 
‘© Hope of fuch a State of Recompence of their 
— ‘¢ Souls 
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89 
Souls after Death, that influenced their Praétice 
of Piety, if they were not informed that their 
Bodies fhould rife again. 

é¢ Abraham, Ifaac and Facob had no plain and 
diftinét Promite of the Refurrection of the Body ; 
yet ic is faid, Heb. xi. 14. They received the 
Promifes, that is, of fome future Happinefs, and 
embraced them, and confeffed they were Strangers 
and Pilgrims on Earth, whereby they plainly de- 
clared that they fought fome other Country, 1. e. 
an heavenly, and God hath prepared a City for 
them. What City, what eavenly Country can 
this be, which they themfelves fought after, but 
the City or Country of feparate Souls, or Para- 
dife, where good Men are rewarded and God is 
their God, it they had no plain Promifes or 
Views of a Refurrection of the Body? And in- 
deed they had need of a very plain and exprefs 
Promife of fuch a Refurreétion to encourage 
their Faith and Obedience, if they had no No- 
tion or Belief of a feparate State or a beaventy 
Country, whither their Souls fhould go at their 
Death. - 


«¢ Fob feems to have fome bright Glimpfes of a 


Refurrection in Chapter xixth, but this was far, 


above the Level. of the Difpenfation wherein he 
lived, and a peculiar and diftinguifhing Favour 
granted to him under his uncommon and pecu- 
liar Sufferings. 

“© In the Inftitution of the Fewifh Religion bj 

Mo/es, there iso exprefs Mention of a Refurrec- 
tion, and we mutt fuppofe their Hope of a future 
State was chiefly fuch as they could gain from 
the Light of Nature, and learn by Traditions 
from their Fathers, or from unwritten Inftruc- 
tions. For tho’ our Saviour improves the Words 
of God to Mo/es in the Buth, / am the God of 


‘ Abrabam, &c, fo far as to prove a Refurrec- 


“ tion 
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. tion from them, yet we can hardly fuppofe the 


“ J/raelites could carry. it any farther than merely to 
«¢ the Happinefs of Abrabam’s Soul, Sc. in fome 
<< feparate State; and thence came the Notion of 
‘¢ departed Souls of good Men going to the Bofom of 
“Abraham. 

« I grant that David in his P/alms, L/aiah and 
‘© Daniel in their Prophecies, have fome Hints of 
«¢ the Refurrection of the Body; but this doth not 
<< feem to have been the common Principle or Sup- 
«« port of Virtue and Goodnefs, or a general Arti- 
© cle of Belief among the Fews in the early Ages. 

«© In the Days of the later Prophets, and after 
«¢ their Return from Badylon, I confefs the Fews 
‘ had fome Notions of a Refurrection; but they 
«¢ alfo retained their Opinion of the righteous Souls 
‘¢ being at Reft with God, in a feparate State, before 
“ the Refurrection. See the Book of Wi/dom, 
“© Chap. ili, 1, 2, 3,4. The Souls of the Righteous 
“< are in the Hand of God, and there fhall no Tor- 
ss ment touch them. In the Sight of the Unwife 
“<< they feemed to dic, and their Departure is taken 
“<< for Mifery, and their going from us to be utter 
‘© Deftruttion, but they are in Peace; for tho’ they 
<< be perifbed in the Sight of Men, yet is their Hope 
«© full of Immortality ; and iv. 7. though the Righte- 
** ous be prevented with Death, yet they fhall be 
<< in reff. That this was the moft common Doc- 
<< trine of the Fews, except the Sadducees and their 
«© Followers, in our Saviour’s Time, and that it 
*< was the Doétrine of the primitive Chriftians alfo, 
<¢ need not be proved here; tho’ they alfo had the 
<¢ Expectation of the Refurrection of the Body. 

‘© Now if this be the chief or only Doétrine 
<¢ which Men could attain to under the Difpenfation 


a 


‘* of natura] Reafon, as the moft powerful Motive . 


«* to Virtue and Piety ; if this be the chiefeft Doc- 
«¢ trine of that kind that we know of, which the 
. ‘© Patriarchs 
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sc Patriarchs and primitive Yews enjoyed ; if this 
«¢ alfo be a conftant Doctrine of later Jews, i. e. 
«¢ the wifeft and beft of them, and alfo of the pri- 
mitive Chriftians,which had fo much Influence on 
the good Behaviour of all of them towards God 
and Men, and by which God carried on his 
Work of Piety in their Hearts and Lives, and 
by which alfo he impreft the Confciences of evil 
Men in fome Meafure, and reftrained them 
from their utmoft Excefles of Vice and Wick- 
ednefs, is it not hard to be fuppofed that this 
Doétrine is all mere Fancy and Delufion, and 
hath nothing of Truth in > And indeed if this 
Doétrine had been taken away, the Heathens 
would be left without any poffible true Notion of 
¢ a future State of Recompence, andthe Patriarchs 
feem to have had no fufficient Principle or Mo- 
“ tive to Virtue and Piety left them, and the 
Principles and Motives of Goodnefs in the fol- 
lowing Ages among Jews and Cbriftians, had 
been greatly diminifhed and infeebled. To con- 
clude 

« T cannot help taking notice (tho’ I fhall but 
+ juft mention it) that the Multitude of Narra- 
“© tives which we have heard of in all Ages, of the 
“© Apparitions of the Spirits or Ghofts ot Perfons 
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lufion and Falfhood. Some of them have been 
affirmed to appear upon fuch great and impor- 
tant Occafions as may be equa] to fuch an unufual 
Event; and feveral of thefe Accounts have been 
attefted by fuch Witnefles, of Wifdom and Pru- 
dence and Sagacity, under no Diftemper of I- 
magination, that they may juftly demand a Be- 
“© lief; and the Effects of thefe Apparitions in the 
«s Difcovery of Murthers and Things unknown, 
have been fo confiderable and ufeful, that a fair 
“© Difputant fhould hardly venture to run direétly 
“¢ counter 
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counter to fuch a Cloud of Witnefles, withorit 
fome good Affurance on the contrary Side. He 
muft be a fhrewd Philofopher indeed, who upon 
any other Fypothefis can give a tolerable Ac- 
count of all the Narratives in Glanvils Sadducif- 
mus Triumpbatus, ot Baxter’s World of Spirits 
and Apparitions, Sc. Tho’ I will grant fome of 
thefe Stories have but infufficient Proof, yet if 
there be but one real Apparition of a departed 
Spirit, then the Point is gain’d that there is a fe- 
parate Srate. 

«¢ And indeed the Scripture itfelf feems to men- 
tion fuch fore of Ghofts or Appearances of Souls 
departed, Matth. xiv. 26. When the Difciples 
faw Fefus walking on the Water, they thought it 
had been a Spirit: And Luke xxiv. 36. After 
his Refurreétion they faw him at once appearing 
in the midft of them, and they /uppofed they bad 
feen a Spirit; and our Saviour doth not contra- 
dict their Notion, but argues with them upon 
the Suppofition of the Truth of it, 4 Spirit hath 
not Flefo and Bones as ye fee me to have. And 
Afts xxiii. 8, 9. The Word Spirit feems to fig- 
oa the Apparition of a departed Soul, where it, 
is faid, the Sadducees fay, there is no Refurreétion, 
neither Angel nor Spirit ; and Ver.g. If a Spirit 
or an Angel hath fpoken to this Man, &c. A 
Spirit here is plainly diftinét from an Angel, and 
what can it mean but an Apparition of a human 
Soul which has left the Body ? 

Thus we have taken a View of the firft, the fe- 


cond, and the third Sections of this Eflay. We have 
feen the Doétrine to be proved therein, the Nature 
of the Proof, and the Media of its Demonftration. 


In the fourth and fifth Seétions our Reverend Av- - 


thor fairly collects all the plaufible Objections that 
he thinks may be made to what he would efta- 
biifh, and anfwers every one of them. Thofe 
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of the fourth Section are direétly and entirely -{crip- 
tural; thofe of the fifth are rather Deduétions from 
fome Paffages of the facred Volumes. I will en- 
tertain the Reader with one or two of each Kind. 

Olje. 1. ** The Scripture is fo tar from fup- 
¢ pofing that the Soul of Man is. immortal, or that 
«¢ there is any fuch thing as the Lite of the Soul 
« continuing after the Death of the Body, that it 
‘ often fpeaks of the Death of the Soul, if the 
ss Words were tranflated exactly according to the 
‘ Original. Numb. xxxi. 19. Whofoever bath kill- 
“© ed any Perfon, Heb, any Soul. 1 Sam. xxii. 22. 
“© [have occafioned the Death of every Soul of thy 
‘ Father's Houfe. Judges xvi. 30. And Samfon 
¢ faid, let my Soul die with the Philiftines, Ezek, 
‘ xviii. 20. The Soul that finneth it foall die. Pfal. 
¢ Ixxxix., 48. What Manis he that liveth and frail 
<¢ not fee Death? Shall he deliver bis Soul from 
© the Hand of the Grave? 1 Kings xix. 4. Elijah 
<s requefted for himfelf that he might die, Hed. that 
“ his Sou] might die, | 

For removing the Force of this Objection, Dr, 
Watts replies, ** The Word Soul in Engiifh, Ne- 
“¢ phefh in Hebrew, Pfyche in Greek, and Anima in 
«c Latin, fignifies not only the ccnfcious and ae- 
«© tive Principle in Man, which thinks and reafons, 
“ loves or hates, hopes or fears, and which is the 
“© proper Agent in Virtue or Vice, but it is ufed al- 
“ fo to fignify the Principle of animal Life and 
¢¢ Motion in a living Creature.. And tho’ thefe 
‘© two in themfelves are very diftinct Things, yet 
«© ypon this Account the Word Sou/ is attributed to 
Brutes as well as to Men; fer the Zews aswel as 
fome Fleathens, in their miftaken Philofophy, 
fuppofed the fame Soul of AZan, which gives 
natural Life to the Body, to be alfo that very 
«© intelle€tual Principle which thinks and reafons, 
“ fears 
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fears and loves; and upon this Account they 
gave both thefe Principles, how diftinét foever in 
themfelves, one common Name, and called 
them the Soul. 

“© Now the Soul or the Principle of animal Life 
and Motion being, the chief or moft valuable Thing 
in an Animal, it came to pafs thatthe whole Ani- 
mal was called a Soul: Therefore even Birds 
and Fifhes are called /iving Souls, Gen. i. 20, 
and any Animals whatfoever in Scripture are 
called Souls or living Souls. And then for the 
fame Reafon, i. e. becaufe the Soul of Man is 
his chief Part, the whole Perfon of Man is call- 
ed his Soul, Gen, il. 7. Man became a living 
Soul, i.e. a living Perfon. So Exod. i. 3. All 
the Souls that came out of the Loins of Facob 
were feventy Souls, i.e. all the Perfons were Se- 
venty. 

“© And this is notonly the Language of the Fews, 
but even of other Nations, In our Country we 
ufe the Word Souls to fignify Perfons; fo we fay 
a poor Soul when we fee a Perfon in Mifery: We 
ule the Word a4 meagre Soul for athin Man: We 
fay there were twenty Souls lojt in the Ship, We. 
twenty Perions, 9c. 

“ Now the Word Sous among the Jews being fo 
univerfally ufed to fignify the Perfon of Man, 
they ufed the fame Word to fignify the Per/on 
when he was dead as wel] as when he was alive. 
Numb. vi. 6. He jhali come at no dead Body, in 
the Heb. no dead Soul, i.e. no dead Man or Wo- 
man, or perhaps no dead Animal. 

‘¢ Since the Word Sou/ is taken fo often and fo 
commonly to fignify the Perfon of a Man or 
Woman, no Wonder that there is fo frequent 
mention of Souls dying in the Scripture, when 


«| human Perfons die, 
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«<< And if the Soul fignify a Man or Woman 


ss when they are dead as well as when they are 
‘s living, here is a fair Account why the Scrip- 
<< tures may fpeak of the Soui’s going down to the 
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Grave, of being delivered from the Grave, &c. 
Pfalm \xxxix. 48. Shall he deliver his Soul from 
the Hand of the Grave? This may denote his 
Principle of animal Life or his Perfon, i.e. him- 
felf. | 
‘© Now this Account of Things is very confif- 
tent with the fcriptural Dod¢trine of the Diftinc- 
tion of the intelligent Soul of Man from his Bo- 
dy, and the intelligent Soul’s Survival of the Bo- 
dy ; nor do any of thefe fcriptural Expreffions 
concerning the Soul, forbid this Suppofition : 
For tho’ in fome Places the Word Sou/ fignities 
the Perfon of the Man or his Body, or that ani- 
mal Principle which may die, yet in other Places 
it fignifies that ivtedizgent or thinking Principle, 
which cannot die, as we have before proved, 
where our Saviour tells us, we fbould not fear 
them that kill the Body but cannot kill the Soul. 
Wherefoever the Scripture fpeaks of a Soul’s be- 
ing killed, it only means that the Perfon who was 
mortal is flain, i.e. the Life of the Body is de- 
ftroyed, and the Man, confidered as a compound 
Being made up of Soul and Body, is in fome 
Senfe diffolved, when one Part of the Compofi- 
tion dies. But where the Sou/ fignifies the intel- 
leétual Principle in Man, it is never faid to dic, 
unlefs where the Word Death means a Lofs of 
Hanpinefs, or living in Mifery; but this implies 
natural Life flill, for this Soul cannot naturally 
be deftroyed by any Power but that which made 
it. 
«¢ Jf any Perfon object, that the Apoftle, in 4:75 
xi. 31. fays, the Soul of Chriff was not left in 
Flell, or theGraves for fo the Word in the He- 
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<< brew may fignify, P/alm xvi. 10. whence this is 
“ cited ; there is a fufficient Anfwer to be given 
to thistwo or three Ways. It may be conftrued, 
‘¢ that the Principle of the animal Life of ChrifZ 
*¢ was not left to continue in Death; or that the 
‘¢ Perfon of the Man Fe/us was not left in Death 
‘< or the Grave, the Body being fometimes put for 
‘© the Per/fon; or it may be as well conftrued, that 
the Spirit of Chrift, or his intelleétual Soul, was 
not left in the State of the Dead, or of Separa- 
<¢ tion from the Body, which the Word Séeol in the 
Hebrew, and Hades in the Greek fignify. 

Our Author’s Anfwer confifts of three or four Pa- 
ragraphs befide thefe l have cited; but as they feem 
to add little Weight to the preceding, which I 
have here given the Reader entire, and as thefe are 
fufficient to enervate the Objeétion they relate to, 
I am excufable enough in omitting them. I pro- 
ceed therefore to another Objection from Scripture, 
that at firft View looks with a very unfriendly Af- 
pect upon the Doctrine of this Effay. 

It is borrowed from feveral Verfes of 1 Cor. xv. 
where the Apoftle is imagined to argue thus, ‘ /f 
‘* there be no Refurrettion from the Dead. Ver. 18. 
“< Then they which are fallen afleep in Chrift are pe- 
rifbed. Ver. 19. Then we have Hepe only in this 
Life, and nothing elfe to fupport us, Then, Ver. 
32. What Advantage do I get by all my Sufier- 
‘© ings for Chrift, if the Dead rife not ? We were 
‘¢ better comply with the Appetites of the Flefh, 
¢« and enjoy a merry Life here, Jet us eat and drink 
‘« for to Morrow we die, whereby it is evident, 
«< that the Apoftle places the bleffed Expectation of 
“< t0ofe that ave fallen afleep in Chriff, only and 
“ entirely upon their being rai/ed from the dead, 
«¢ which he would not have done if there had been 
«¢ fuch a feparate State: He extends our Hope in 
& Chrift veyond this Life, and railes his own Expec- 
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tation Of Advantage or Reward for his Sufferings 
on the Account of the Gofpel entirely and only 
upon the Refurrection of the Dead, having no 
Notion of any Happinefs in a feparate State 
of Souls; for if he had any fuch Opinion or 
Hope, this Expectation of the Happinefs of the 
Soul ina feparate State, might have been a fufi- 
cient Proof, that thofe who died or flept in the 
Faith of Chrift are not perifbed, and he might 
have abundant Reward for his Sufferings in that 
World of feparate Souls, without the Refurrec- 
tion of the Body.” To this our Author re- 


plies, 
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iff, “It muft be granted, that the Scripture, in 
order to fupport Chriffians under prefent Trials, 
chiefly refers them to the Day of the Refurreétion 
and final Judgment, as the great and chief Sea- 
fon of Retribution. Now the Apoftle may be 
fuppofed to argue here only on this Foot, neg- 
leéting or overlooking the feparate State, as tho’ 
this final Retribution, at and after the Refurrec- 
tion of the Body, were comparatively the Whole, 
becaufe it is by far the chief and moft confiderable 
Part, being much the moft fenfble and confpi- 
cuous, and of the longeft Duration. The chief 
Part of any Thing is often taken for the Whole ; 
and if there were no Refurrection of the Dead, 
i.e. if there were no State of Retribution at all, 
then the Epicurean Reafoning would be good, 
let us eat and drink for to Morrow we die. 

«s And to confirm this Expofition, we may take 
notice, that in other Places of Scripture where 
the Refurreétion of the Dead is mentioned, this 
Anaftafis includes the whole State of Exiftence 
after Death, both the Separate and the Refurrec- 
tion State: This feems to be the Senfe of it in 
that famous Place, Luke xx. 35. where Chrift 


atgues with the Sadducees, who denied the /epa- 
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rate State, as well as the Refurreétion of the 
Body : Now if you take away this Anaffa/is, this 
whole State of Exiftence and Retribution, then 
they that fuffer for Chri? have no Advantage or 
Recompence, and the Epicurean Doctrine is 
plainly preferable, at leaft in the common Senfe 
and Reafoning of Men, and in fuch Seafons of 
Trial and Perfecution. 

<¢ Nor is it unreafonable to fuppofe, that there 
might be fome of thefe Principles of Sadduci/m 
begun to be inftilled into fome of the Corinthians 
(viz.) that there were no Rewards and Punifh- 
ments at all in any future State; for he tells 
them, Ver. 34. That fome of them had not the 
Knowledge of God, i. e. as a righteous Reward- 
er of them that diligently feek him; J /peak this, 
fayshe, to your Shame. And Ver. 58. he en- 
courages them to be /tedfaft and unmoveable, al- 
ways abounding in the Work of the Lord, for as 
much as ye know that your Labour is not in vain 
in the Lord, i.e. there is certainly a State of 
Recompence for Piety; and the Difcovery of it, 
at the Refurrection of the Dead, is the moft pub- 
lick and glorious Part of it, and therefore he in- 
fifts upon this alone. 

2dly, «* We may give yct a more particular Anfwer 
to this Objection, for if we take in the whole Scheme 
of theApoftle’s Argument in this Chapter, we fhall 
find there is no fufficient Ground for this Objec- 
tion againft a feparate State. He begins, Ver, 
12, 13, €fc. and argues thus, ¢f there be no 
Refurrettion of the Dead, then Chrift is not ris 
fen, for he rofe the firft Fruits, and his Follow- 
ers fhall be the Harveft ; Ver. 23. but if there be 
no Harveft there were no Firft-fruits, and if 
Chrift be not vifen, then our Preaching is in vain 
and our Faith in vain; Ver. 14. Then we are 


“ found falfe Witneffes in Matters that relate to 
“ God; 
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God; Ver. 15. mere Impoftors, who preach a 
wicked Falfhood, and lead you to hope for a 

Happinefs which ye fhall never obtain; for if 
Chrift, who died for our Sins, Ver. 3. be not 

raifed for our Fuflification, asin Rom. iv. ult. 

then ye are yet in your Sins, ye lie yet under the 

Guilt of Sins and if fo, shen alfo they which 

are fans afleep in Chrift, or have died in the 
Faith of Chrift, are peri/bed, Ver. 18. they mutt 
either be condemned, or be utterly loft both 
Soul and Body, having no Ground for Hope of 
eternal Life, or any Life or Happinefs at all 
hereafter. Zhen the Hope of Chriftians would be 
in this Life only, and we are miferable Creatures 
who fuffer fo much for Chrifi’s Sake, Ver. 19. 
Ic would be better for us, who have Senfes and 
Appetites as well as other Men, to indulge thefe 
Senfes and Appetites, and eat and drink for to 
Morrow we die, and there is an End of us: 
There can be no future State of Happinefs of any 
kind for us to expect, either in Soul or Body, if 
we have deceived you in the Doctrine of the Re - 
furrection of Chriff, and all our Gofpel be falfe : 
We are fuch Impoftors and wicked Cheats as 
can have no Belief of a future Scate of Rewards 
or Punifhments, and we were better ac¢t like our- 
felves, and, like mere Epicureans, give ourfelves 
up to all prefent Pleafures, than expofe ourfelves 
to perpetual Sufferings tor the Sake of a Man, 
who (if there be no Refurrection) died and never 
rofe again, and therefore cannot make us any 
Recompence. Now this Sort of Arguing does 
not at all preclude the feparate State of Happi- 
nefs, but rather eftablifh in? It may be added, 


‘ The Apoftle is reprefenting the Sufferings of 
the Body for Chris Sake, Ver. 30, 31, 32. and 
therefore he thinks it proper to encourage Chri- 
ftians with the Recompence of the Re/urrecétion 
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« of the Body, without taking any particular Notice 
<¢ of the Happinefs of the feparate State of the Soul ; 
«© and inthis View of things hisArguiment ftands good, 
sc If there beno Refurre¢tion of the Body, there is no 
<¢ Recompence for Sufferings in the Body; let us 
<¢ then give the Body its Pleafures of Senfe, for there 
<< js an utter End of us in Death. But (faith he, 
“© Ver. 33.) fuch evil Traditions corrupt ail good 
 Munners, and therefore they are not, they cannot 
«© be true: There muft be a Refurrection of the 
<< Body to encourage Sufferings in the Body for the 
«¢ fake of Virtue and Religion. 

The foregoing Objections confift directly of 
Scripture. 1 fhall next recite two or three of thofe 
which are more properly Deductions from the facred 
Writings. Thefe 1 find in the fifth (and laft) Sec- 
tion of the Effay ; our Author met with them, and 
others he has there confidered, fince the firft Edition 
of it. 

Obje. * Is not long Life reprefented often in 
‘ Scripture, and efpecially in the Old Teftament, as 
¢ aBleffing to Man? And is not Death fet before 
< ys asa Curle or Punifhment? But how can either 
* of thefe Reprefentations be juft or true, if Souls 
«s exift in a feparate State? Are they not then 
<¢ brought into a State of Liberty by Death, and 
¢ freed from all the Inconveniencies of this Fleth 
«© and Blood? By this means Death ceafes to be a 
‘© Punifhment, and long Life to be a Bleffing.” 
To this cur Author replies, 

Anfw. ** It is according as the Characters of 
“ Men are either good or bad, and according 
‘¢ as good Men know more or lefs of a feparate 
«© State of Rewards or Punifhments, fo a long Life 
‘« or early Death are to be efteemed Bleffings or 
‘+ Calamities in a greater or a lefs Degree, 
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‘< Long Life was reprefented asa Blefling to good 
Men, inafmuch as it gave them Opportunity to 
enjoy more of the Bleflings of this Life, and todo 
more Service for God in this World: And efpe- 
cially fince in ancient Times there was much Dark- 
nefs upor this Doétrine of the future State,and ma- 
ny good Men had not fo clear a Knowledge of it. 
Long Life was alfo a Bleffing to wicked Men, be- 
caufe it kept them in a State wherein there were 
fome Comforts, and with-held them for a Seafon 


«© from the Punifhments of a feparate State.” 
Again, 
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Objet. ** Was it not defign’d as a Favour, when 
Perfons were raifed from the Dead under the 
Old Teftament or the New, by the Prophets, by 
Chrift, and by his Apoftles? But what Benefit 
could this be to them if they had Confcioufnefs 
and Enjoyment in the other World? Was it not 
rather an Injury to bring. them back from a 
State of Happinefs into fuch a miferable World 
as this”? Qur Author anfwers, 
Anfw. 1. ** Since thefe Souls were defigned to be 
foon reftored to their Bodies, and the Perfons 
were to be raifed to a mortal Life again in a few 
Days, ’tis probable they were kept juft in the 
fame State of immemorial Confcioufnels, as the 
Soul is in while the Body is in the deepeft Sleep ; 
and fo were not immediately fent to Heaven or 
Hell, or determined to a State of fenfible 
Happinefs or Mifery. Then when the Perfon 
was raifed to Life again, there was no Remem- 
brance of the intermediate State, but all the 
Contcioufnefs of that Day or two vanifh’d and 
was forgotten for ever, as’tis with us when we 
fleep foundly without dreaming. 
© Anfw. 2. ‘ Ut thofe who were raifed by Chrift 
or the Prophets, or the Apoftles, were pious Per- 
fons, they fubmitted by rhe Will of God to a 
G 4- «¢ longer 
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longer Continuance in this World, amidft fome 
Difficulties and Sorrows, which Submiffion would 
be abundantly recompenfed hereafter. If they 
were not good Perfons, their renewed Life on 
Earth was a Reprieve from Punifhment, fo there 
was no Injury done to any of them. As for 


thofe who were raifed at the Refurreétion of 


Chrift, there is no doubt but they were raifed to 
Immortality, and afcended to Heaven when 
Chrift did.” Again, 

Objeé. ‘* The Scripture fpeaks often of the gene- 
val Fudgment of Mankind at the laft great Day 
of the Refurrection, but it does not teach us the 
Doétrine of a particular Sudgment, which the 
Soul is f{uppofed to pafs under when every fing!e 
Man dies, 

Anfw. It is evident in many Scriptures, that 
the Souls of Men after Death are reprefented as 
enjoying Pleafure or fuffering Punifhment in the 
feparate State. The Soul of Lazarus in Hea- 
ven ; the Soul of Dives in Hell; the Soul of 
Paul as being prefent with the Lord. ‘Therefore 
there muft be a fortof Judgment paft upon eve- 
ry Soul by God, whether it fhall be happy or 
miferable : And perhaps that Text, Hed. 
IX, 27. refers to it, Jt is appointed unto Men once 
to die, but after this the fudgment, i.e. imme- 
diately after it. 

‘¢ Or fuppofe that in the feparate State the ‘Plea- 
fures or Sorrows which attend Souls departing 
from the Body, fhould be only fuch as are the 
neceflary Confequents of a Life {pent in the Prac- 
tice of Vice or Virtue, without any folemn Sen- 
tence of Abfolution or Condemnation: Yet the 
very Entrance upon this State, whether of Joy or 
Torment, muft be fuppofed to fignify, that the 
State of that Soul is determined by the great Go- 
vernoy of the World; And this is all that is ne- 
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‘« ceffarily meant by a particular Judgment of each 
«¢ Soul after Death. 

I will clofe this Article with the Words of our 
reverend and ingenious Author at the Conclufion of 
his Effay. ¢* Whether the Soul 1n its own Nature, 
«< fayshe, be neceffarily immortal, is a Point of 
«¢ Philofophy, and not to be fought for direétly in 
«¢ Scripture: But whether God has not appointed 
<«¢ Souls to exift in a feparate State of Happinefs or 
«és Mifery after the Bodies are dead, feems to be fo 
plainly determined in many of the Scriptures, 
which have been cited in this Difcourfe, as leaves 
“ no fufficient Reafon to doubt of the Truth 
‘¢ of it. 

‘«¢ In fine, tho’ I think the Doétrine of the /epa- 
<¢ rate State of Souls to be of much Importance in 
‘© Chriftianity, and the Denial of it carries great In- 
<* conveniencies, and weakens the Motives to Virtue 
« and Piety, by putting off all Manner of Rewards 
‘¢ and Punifhments to fuch a Diftance as the Ge- 
¢c neral Refurreétion ; yet I dare not contend for 
‘© it as a Matter of fuch abfolute Neceffity, that a 
«© Man cannot be a Chriftian without it. But 
‘© this muft be confefled, that they who deny the 
«¢ Doétrine feem to have need of ftronger inward 
“¢ Zeal to guard them againft Temptation, and to 
keep their Hearts always alive and watchful to 
‘¢ God and Religion, fince their Motives to ftrict 
«¢ Piety and Virtue are fenfibly weaken’d, by re- 
*¢ nouncing all Belief of this nearer and more im- 
** mediate Commencement of Heaven and Hell. 
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ARTICLE VII. 


A Defence of Mofes’s Account of the Land of 
Judea, againff Strabo the Greek Geogra- 
pher, Servetus who was burnt for Athei/m at 
Geneva, and Toland’s Origines Hebraice, 


Querentes ledere Dente 
Offendunt folido. 
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SIR, 

His Paffage of Strabo, which was the Subject 

of our laft Converfation in your curious and 
entertaining Library, and about which you defired 
to have my Opinion, has occafioned fome Contro- 
verfy among the Learned, and given a handle to 
fome fevere and invidious Reflections upon the Cre« 
dit of Mofes and the Veracity of his Writings. And 
what increafes the Difficulty, gives the Objector’s 
Cavils a greater Air of Truth, and feems to bear 
harder upon the Lawgiver of the ews, is the Cha- 
racter of Sirabo, who is efteemed one of the moft 
faithful, exact, and judicious Writers among the 
Ancients. Refolv’d to take nothing upon Truft, 
nor to relate any Thing but what was exactly true, 
he travelled in Perfon, to fee with his own Eyes 
every Place he defign’d to fpeak of, and to view 
upon the Spot every Country which he intended to 
defcribe ; and yet what a vait Difference is there be- 
tween Mo/es’s Account of the Land of Judea, and 
that of the Grecian Geographer? Light and Dark- 
nefs do not feem more oppofite to each other, the 
firft calling it a Land flowing with Milk and ane 
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and the laft faying, it was a Country by no Means 
to be defired, nor worthy fighting or contending for; 
fince it was ftony, and tho’ pretty well water’d, 
yet all about it was barren and dry, and about 60 
Stadia very rough and ftony. The firft Writer of 
Figure, who raifed this Objection, and ftarted the 
Difficulty, was the famous Servetus, who, about the 
Middle of the 16th Century, was burn’d alive for his 
Religion at Geneva. I will not here inquire into 
the Merits of that Caufe, which would make me 
deviate too far from my prefent Subje&t. But I 
cannot help faying, that Ca/vin and his Brethren 
fhew’d a great deal too much Wrath and Fierce- 
nefs, too much of the Odium Theologicum in their 
cruel Treatment of that unhappy Man ; whereby, 
inftead of doing any Service to the true Religion, 
as I verily believe their Intention was, they have 
given it a moft deadly Wound, and done the 
ereateft Prejudice to it, by putting Weapons into 
the Hands of their Adverfaries of the Church of 
Rome, furnifhing them with Arguments in Favour 
of Perfecution, and juftifying, in fome Meafure, 
and authorifing the Hardfhips and Cruelties, which 
they fince have exercis’d againft the Proteftants, 
The Pafiage of Servetus is in the Edition of Pto- 
lemy’s Geography, which he publifhed in the Year 
1535. He does not indeed exprefly name Mo/es, 
but by the Tendency of his Words, and the De- 
fence he made at his Trial, any one may fee, he 
then had him in his Eye. His Words are, 

“ Know, good Reader, that it is without any man- 
«¢ nerof Reaion, but partly out of Boaft and Exag- 
¢ oeration that fuch Fruitfulnefs has been afcribed to 
‘¢ that Country ; fince the Experience of Merchants 
‘© and Travellers has fhewn it to bea fruitlefs and bar- 
‘¢ ren Land, wanting the Comforts and Conveniences 
“ of Life.” But 1 muft own I do not fee where the 
7étantia the Boaft and Exaggeration lies in the 
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Words of Mofes. You will fay perhaps, Sir, that 
the Expreffion of a Land flowing with Milk and 
Honey implies a very fruitful and plentiful Country. 
°Tis on thefe Words I know that the great Strefs 
of the Objection is laid, though I cannot really fee 
how they can bear any ; fince, ftretch them as far as 
they cango, make the utmoft of them you can, 
they can imply no more than that it was a Country 
abounding with Grazing and Paftures, and by Con- 
fequence proper for feeding of Cattle, and pro- 
ducing Milk in abundance, fucha Land as Homer 
Calls Xéexy Masur”, and which alfo, by reafon of its 
Situation and its Mountains, that abound in many 
Places with Thime, Rofemary, Sage, and fuch- 
like Aromatick Plants, as the Bees chiefly look after, 
was very proper for the breeding and multiplying 
of Bees, and affording Plenty of Honey. We 
read that wild Honey was Part of St. ‘fobn the Bap- 
tift’s Food in the Wildernefs of Fudeaz, which is fo 
plentiful in fome Places that Mr. Maundrel avers, 
that in many Parts of it he perceived a Smell of 
Honey and Wax as ftrong as if one had really been 
inan Apiary; and this, Sir, is all that the Words of 
Mifes imply, which might be without its being 
the moft fruitful and plentiful Country in the World. 
It might not fo much abound with Grain, as Wheat 
and Barley, or with Oil, which are efteemed the 
creat Riches of a Soil, and the moft effential Proofs 
of a fruitful Country ; though I cannot think it was 
very defective even in thefe, fince we read that So- 
lomon gave to Hiram 2000 Meafures of Wheat for 
Yood for his Houfhold, and 20 Meafures of pure 
Oil every Year, 1 Kingsv.11. So that upon the 
whole, I do not fee that thefe Words of Ado/és, about 
which fuch a Pother, and fo many invidious Re- 
flections have been made, carry any manner of Boatt 
and Oftentation along with them. 
The next Writer I fhall mention is Mr. Toland, 
1aS 
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has ftain’d more Paper in abufing the Chriftian Reli- 
gion, and has yet done it lefs Mifchief than any Writer 
that ever drew his Penagainftit. This Perfon, with his 
ufual Warmth and Zeal for Infidelity, has ..ew drefled 
and cook’d up the Objection of Servetus, 1. a Piece 
he calls Origines Fudaice, writte with a double 
View, to run-down Mo/es and difcredit his Writings, 
and alfo to expofe the learned Hyuctias, who, in his 
Demonjftratio Evangelica, had quoted Strabo in fa- 
vour of Mo/es and the Jews, and had laid a great 
Strefs upon him. I fhall put down his own Words, 
that I may ftate the Cafe as fairly as ] can, and not 
be thought to bear hard and to impofe upon him: 
« The Defcription (faith he) which Strabo has 
‘¢ given of Fudea, fully agrees with the prefent the 
tuation, and the State of the Soil, and with Si- 
«© Obfervations of all Travellers, though it feems 
“¢ very widely to differ from the Author of the 
Pentateuch, who reprefents it as a very fruitful 
«¢ Country, flowing with Milk and Honey (2. e. 
abounding with al] manner of things neceffary 
¢¢ for Lite) Words, which if they are not to be ta- 
ken figuratively, as many other Paffages, yet 
<* was it neceflary Mofes fhould make ufe of them 
to quicken and give a Spur to thofe who had been 
fo long in a wandring Condition, and to infpire 
them with Courage to attack and take Poffeffion 
“< of that Country, which it was wife and prudent to 
*< do. However, it had been more to the Purpofe, 
as well as more ingenuous, if the Commentators 
‘© upon the third of Exodus, and the 8th Verfe, had 
“© quoted the Words of Strabo, and not thofe of fa- 
bulous and lying Writers, as 4rifteus, Hecateus, 
<< and I know not who elfe, who, though they have 
“¢ falfly explained the Defcription of ‘Fudea, could 
not however change the Nature of Things, nor 
alter the Face and Soil of the Country.”” Which 1s 
faying in other Words, that J4/es iimpofed upon 
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the J/raclites, made ufe of an artful and politick 
Deceit, and gave them a falfe, but a plaufible Ac- 
count of the Land of Fudea, to engage them to 
proceed in their Defign, and to invade and con- 
quer the Promis’d Land. . With what Juftice and 
Ingenuity this is afferred by Mr. Toland, I hope to 

make appear in the Clofe of thefe Remarks, 
Before I proceed to examine the Merits of the 
Caufe, I beg Leave to make a few Obfervations to 
clear my Way, and to fet the Point in Difpute in 
a fair Light before you ; after which I fhall produce 
my Vouchers, Writers of unqueftionable Credit, 
who, if they do not reconcile the two Defcriptions 
of the Holy Land, made by Mo/fes and Strabo, may; 
at leaft, bring them nearer together, and ferve in 
fome Meafure to account for the feeming Differ- 
ence that appears between them: And firft, I ob- 
ferve, that the Account of Strabo is very far from 
being juft and exact, which, by the Way, may 
make one bewail the Weaknefs of human Nature, 
and ferve to fhew how hard it is for the moft exact 
Author often not to makea Trip, and for the moft 
wakeful Writer fometimes not to fall afleep ; for 
in that very fhort Paffage he has committed two 
very grofs and palpable Miftakes; and firft ’tis 
certain, that Mojes did not, as he faith, conduct 
the Fews to Ferufalem, and put them into the Pof- 
feffion of that City; fo far from that, he was not 
fo much as permitted to fet his Foot upon the Holy 
Land. Secondly, the Jews themfelves were fo far 
from being Mafters of Feru/alem, that till the Time 
of David it remain’d in the Hands of the Febufites. 
Thirdly, fuppofing the Soil was within fixty Stadia 
as poor and barren as he has made it, yet this proves 
nothing as to the reft of the Country, for it was that 
which Mo/fes fpoke of, which might be a very 
fruitful and plentiful Land. Fourthly, my next 
Obfervation is from the Situation of Pale/fime itfelf, 
which, 
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which, from the North of Galijee to the South of 
Ferufalem, is about the 33d and 34th Degree of 
Latitude, which, by the Confeffion of all Geo- 
graphers and Connoiffeurs, and even Sir J/aac New- 
ton himfelf, is the beft Situation for Fruitfulnefs in 
the whole terreftrial Globe: This is alfo the Cafe 
and Situation of the Coaft of Barbary, which is 
reckon’d one of the moft fertile Countries in the 
World. Fifthly, a good Proof, I think, may be 
drawn for the Fruitfulnefs of Fudea, from the vaft 
Numbers of its Inhabitants in the Time of David 
and Solomon, of the Fewifh Captivity, and (to 
come nearer to our Geographer) in the Age of 
Pompey, Augufius, Anthony, and Vefpafian. If 
the Words of Strado are taken ftrictly and literally, 
I cannot conceive how fuch vaft Numbers of Peo- 
ple could have fubfifted in fuch a poor and barren 
Soil; and if we confider the prodigious Number 
of Fews that were deftroyed in the Time of /drian, 
more perhapsthan England itfelf does at prefent con- 
tain People, it wil] be impoffible to account for the 
Subfiftence of fo many Millions of Souls, in fuch a 
Country as it is defcrib’d by that Writer. You 
will perhaps fay, Sir, that the Plurality of Wives, 
in which the Zews were indulg’d, might very much 
contribute to this vaft Increafe of that People ; 
granting it did, yet you will own it muft of Ne- 
ceffity put them upon improving and managing 
their Land, and cultivating the Earth, which, like 
a kind and indulgent Mother, never fails to fupply 
the Wants of thofe that rely and depend upon her, 
The laft Obfervation I fhall make in Favour of 
Mofes’s Account of Fudea (and which I fhall in- 
fift the longer upon, becaufe it is what I conceive 
has not been made by any Writer in this Contro- 
verfy) is taken from the Report which was made 
by the Spies whom AZofes fent on Purpofe to take 
a View of the promis’d Land; in which Paffages 
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there appears not the leaft Fraud or Coallufion, 
ho falfe and plaufible Account, to delude and de- 
coy the //raelites into the Conqueft of that Country : 
Here every Thing appears clear, fair, and above 
Board. As the Cafe was common, and the Settle- 
ment concern’d the whole Body of the J/raelites, 
fo he chofe one out of every Tribe, that Juftice 
might be done to them all; but he might have al- 
fo another Reafon for that Choice, I mean, that he 
might not be fufpected of Partiality, or of fending 
fome of his own Creatures, that fhould bring him 
fuch an Account as he had put into their Mouths ; 
but it is plain thefe Spies were far from being de- 
voted to him, fince fome of them made fuch a dif- 
mal and difcouraging Report, that if it had not 
been for the Courage and Firmnefs of Caleb and 
Fofbua, the whole Defign.muft have been blafted, 
and the Expedition muft have come to nothing. 
The Commiffion and Direction which Mo/es gave 
to the Spies, when he fent them on their Errand, 
ran upon thefe two Heads ; the firft in Relation to 
the Inhabitants of the Country, what Sort of Peo- 
ple ner were, and whether their Number was great 
or {mall ;, /ee what People dwell in the Land, whe- 
ther they be firong or weak, few or many, Numb. 
xill, 18. The other Part of their Inquiry, and 
which Mo/es chiefly infifted upon, and recommend- 
ed to them, was about the Soil, or the Nature of 
the Land, whether it was good or bad, whether it 
was fat or lean, whether there was any Wood in the 
Country, or not; and this, Imean, the Nature of 
the Land or Soil, he laid fo great a Strefs upon, 
that he mention’d it twice in the Compafs of two 
Verfes ; and that they might the better inform and 
fatisfy themfelves, he allowed them forty Days to 
take a full View, and to bring in their Report ; 
and accordingly the Account they brought him was 
very favourable, and fair; they faid not a Word 
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of its Barrennefs and Unfruitfulnefs, nor of fteep 
and craggy Rocks and Mountains, that produc’d 
nothing for the Ufes and Conveniencies of Life : 
Their Report was very different, and exactly tal- 
lied with the Account Mo/es had given them before, 
and they told him, and faid, We came to the Land 
whither thou fenteft us, and furely it floweth with 
Milk and Honey, and this is the Fruit of it, fhew- 
ing Pomegranates, and Figs, and the large Clufter 
of Grapes, which they had brought upon a Staff. 
As to the other Part of their Inquiry, their Report 
was difmal and difcouraging indeed ; they had feen 
three of the Sons of Anak, Ver.22. Men of mon- 
ftrous and gigantick Stature, and probably con- 
cluded from thence, that the reft of the People were 
of the fame Size and Strength; which ftruck fuch 
a Terror into them, that at once they gave up 
their Defign of invading and conquering: the Coun- 
try, and took a Refolution to return to Egypt, from 
whence they came; and fo ftrongly bent they were 
on their Defign, that as they could not expect that 
Mofes would conduét them thither, they actually 
chofe them a Captain, as appears by Nebem. ix. 17. 
to lead them back to that Country again. Bifhop 
Patrick, in his Remarks upon that Chapter, thinks 
this was only done in a Fit of Rage and outra- 
geous Difcontent, and does not believe they had a 
real Defign of going back again to Egypt; and 
among other Reafons he affigns this, That they 
muft expect a very bad Reception and Entertain- 
ment amongft a People whofe King, Princes, and 
Firft-born had fo lately perifh’d upon their Ac- 
count. But with due Submiffion to that learned 
and judicious Commentator, I conceive that for that 
very Reafon they might be defirous to return to a 
Country where the Kings, Princes, and Firft-born 
had been deftroyed, their Troops, and their Cha- 
riots, the Strength of their Army, {wallowed by 
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the Waves, where they might find weak Govern» 
ment, and by Confequence meet with a very {mall 
Refiftance from that People, whom they fuppofed 
they might be better able to deal with, and more 
eafily conquer, than thofe ftrong and warlike Na- 
tions, than the Amalekites, the Hittites, the Febu/ites, 
and the Amorites, that dwelt in the Land, than the 
Giants, the Sons of Anak, in whofe Sight they 
were but as Grafhoppers, and which had fill’d them 
with fo much Dread and Fear, 

To this dreadful Account of the Stature and 
Strength of the Natives, the Spies added another, 
no lefs difmal and difcouraging ; namely, That the 
Land did eat up the Inhabitants thereof, Ver. 30. 
Various have been the Opinions of learned Men 
about the Senfe of thefe Words ; fome have thought, 
that as the Land was continually invaded and at- 
tack’d by their Neighbours and the bordering Na- 
tions, great Numbers of the Natives were con- 
ftantly deftroyed in the Defence of their Country. 
If this was really Fact, it will rather ferve to prove 
the Goodnefs of the Land, and the Richnefs of 
the Soil, and that, contrary to what is afferted by 
Strabo, it was a very defireable Country, and very 
well worth fighting for. Thus Flanders, for In- 
{tance, one of the fatteft and richeft Soils in Europe, 
has for fome hundred Years been the Bone of Con- 
tention, and the Scene of War between pretending 
Princes: Other Interpreters have thought, that by 
the Land’s eating its Inhabitants, was meant fome 
epidemical Difeafe, or peftilential Diftemper, which 
at that Time infected that Country, and carried off 
Abundance of the Natives: This is the general 
Opinion of the Fewifs Doctors ; but granting this 
to have been the Cafe at that Time, it can by no 
Means affect the Point in Queftion, fince this Petti- 
Jence might be purely cafual and accidental, and 
brought into the Land from another Country, 
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which has often been the Cafe of the beft and moft 
fruitful Regions in the World; as Turky for In- 
ftance, which is allowed to be as fine a Climate, 
and as fruitful a Country, as any in the Univerfe, 
and yet for all that, it is almoft every Year vifited 
with a Plague, which makes great Havock in the 
Land, and fweeps away vaft Numbers of its In- 
habitants; but as we read nothing of this epide- 
mical deftroying Difeafe in the Sequel of the Hi- 
ftory, nor the leaft Complaint of it when the Jews 
took Poffeffion of that Country, and as fince Ca- 
leh and ‘fofbua, who in the next Chapter anfwer 
all the Objeétions of the Spies, take no Manner of 
Notice of it, *tis likely it was a pure Fable and 
Fiction of their own, to add to the Terror that the 
People were under, to fink their Spirits more, and 
to defeat their Defign of invading the Promis’d 
Land. This very Argument of the Plenty and 
Fruitfulnefs of the Country, both Caleb and Fofhua 
made ufe of to encourage them to the Conqueft ot 
it, and to make them defpife all the Oppofition 


they fhould meet with. The Land, faid they, which 


we pafs'd through to fearch, tt is an exceeding good 
Land; if the Lord delights in us, even he will 
bring us into this Land, and give it to us, @ Land 
which floweth with Milk and Honey ; only rebell not 
againft the Lord, neither fear ye the People of the 
Land, for they ave Bread for us; their Defence is 
departed from them, and the Lord is with us, fear 
them not, Numb. xiv. 7, 8, 9. and afterwards, 
when they became Mafters of the Country, and it 
was by Lot divided among them, we do not find 
them in the leaft to murmur (as on all Occafions 
they were too apt to do) againft Fo/fbua, who was 
the Perfon that had encourag’d them, and exhorted 
them to perfift in their Defign ; nor do we hear 
the leaft Complaint from them afterwards, as if 
they had been deceiv’d and impos'd upon by A4s/es, 
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Art. 7. 
by a wrong and falfe Account that he had given 


them of the Land of Promife. From this Piece 
of Hiftory, the fending of the Spies to takea 
View of the Country, and from the Report they 
brought, I think it clearly appears, that \Zo/es was 
not, as it is infinuated, guilty of any Fraud and 
Collufion, and impofing upon the People in the 
Account and Defcription he had given them of 
that Land. But to return to Strabo ; I would not 
here be thought to bear too hard upon him, nor de- 
clare that the Defcription he gives of the Land of 
Judea is entirely fabulous and falfe, becaufe it 
feems fo much to differ from that of the Lawgiver 
of the Yews; becaufe both their Accounts, with 
fome Grains of Allowance, may ftill keep their 
Ground, and both, in fome Meafure, may be true, 
It has been the Opinion of fome pious and learned 
Men, that the great Alteration in the Soil and 
Fruitfulnefs of Pa/eftine, had been inflicted upon it 
by the Anger of God, for the many Sins, Idola- 
tries, and Rebellions of the Jews, and for their ful- 
filling all, by putting our Saviour to death upon 
the Crofs: This they look’d upon as a Curfe and 
Judgment of God, who, as David exprefles it, 
makes a fruitful Land barren, for the Wickedne(s 
of them that dwell therein: This, no Doubt, is a 
devout and pious Thought, grounded upon a Senfe 
of God’s Juftice, who fometimes punifhes States 
and Kingdoms in this World, which by their Na- 
ture cannot meet with a final Retribution in the 
next; but I fee no Reafon for having Recourfe toa 
Miracle, or interefting Providence in a Matter 
which from natural Caufes may fo eafily and ra- 
tionally be accounted for, fince I believe every Bo- 
dy will readily allow, that the Want of Culture, 
Manuring, and Management of a Land, the con- 
tinual Invafions and Ravages of Enemies, the car- 
rying off and removing fome thoufands of a. 
ands 





Art. 7, For Fr oKxUuARY, 1740. 115 


fands of the Inhabitants out of a Country, and 
tranfplanting Strangers into it, who might not fo 
well underftand the Nature of the Soil, or for the 
Want of the 


Patrit Dulcedine Soli, 


might not be fo much concern’d for the Improve- 
ment of it; that thefe, I fay, without the Inter- 
pofition of a Miracle, may make a vaft Alteration 
in the Face of a Country, which may yet ftill retain 
its Principles of Fertility, and in Jater Ages, by 
Culture and Management, return to its former Fruit- 
fulnefs again: Which is plainly the Cafe now of the 
Land of Fudea, as appears by the Teftimony of 
the beft and moft judicious Travellers; who are 
the Vouchers I promis’d to produce in Favour of 
Mofes, to difprove the Affertions of Servetus and 
Toland. The firft 1 fhall name is Brochardus, who 
livd about four hundred Years ago, whofe Evi- 
dence feems to be of fo much greater Weight than 
that of Strabo, who’tis likely, as a Traveller, took 
only a tranfient View of the Land, and that perhaps 
too in a bad Year, and an unkind Seafon, when 
the beft Countries in the World may appear under 
a great Difadvantage; whereas Brochardus liv’d no 
lefs than ten Years upon the Place, view’d every 
Spot of Ground with his own Eyes, and declar’d it 
was as fruitful and plentiful a Country, as any in 
the World, and that thofe that pretended to the 
contrary, knew nothing of the Matter, and did 
not deferve the leaft Credit. ‘* I myfelf, with my 
‘© own Eyes, faith he, beheld the Fruitfulnefs of 
«¢ the Land ; its Fields are like fo many beautiful 
‘¢ Gardens, it produces the beft and richeft Wines, 
“¢ abounds with Dates, Figs, Melons, and Pome- 
‘© granates, and all other Comforts and Conveni- 
“ encies of Life, and may be truly and juftly 
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<¢ called a Land flowing with Milk and Honey.” 
This is confirm’d by the Travels of Pietro de Ia 
Valle, 2 Roman Gentleman, who wrote in the fix- 
teenth Century, and whofe Accounts are very much 
efteem’d by the Virtuof. ‘ The whole Country,” 
faith he, ** through which we travel’d,” {peaking 
of the Holy Land, ‘* was very beautiful and fine, 
«¢ its Mountains, Valleys, and Hills very fruitful, 
&¢ as wellasthe Plains of Mambre ; all the Countries 
«© round about, though rocky and ftony, are ne. 
«¢ verthelefs very fertile, Letter 13.” In another 
Place he affirms, ‘* That though the Mountains and 
“ Valleys were in their Nature fomewhat wild, yet 
«© they were render’d extremely fruitful by the Care, 


_s Management, and Diligence of the Hufband- 


«© man,” This exactly tallies and agrees with the 
curious Relation of the Reverend Mr. Maundrel, 
Fellow of Exeter College, in his Journey from 
Aleppo to Jerusalem, in the Year 1697. He does 
not afcribe the Barrennefs of the Country to a di- 
vine Punifhment, but merely to the Want of Cul- 
ture ; {peaking of the Rocks and Hills of that 
Country, he faith, “ That ’tis obvious to obferve, 
«© that thefe Rocks and Hills muft anciently have 
“ been cover’d with Earth, and cultivated, and 
*¢ made to contribute to the Maintenance of the In- 
*¢ habitants, no lefs than if the Country had been 
‘¢ all plain, nay, perhaps much more; forafmuch 
€¢ as fuch a mountainous and uneven Surface affords 
*¢ a larger Space of Ground for Cultivation than 
«+ this Country would amount to, if it were all re- 
** duc’d to a perfect Level; perhaps there is no 
Spot of Ground in this whole Land, that was 
not formerly improv’d tothe Produétion of fome- 
*« thing or other, miniftring to the Suftenance of 
human Life; for nothing can be more fruitful 
«¢ than the plain Countries, whether for the Pro- 
** duction of Corn and Cattle, and confequently of 

, cc Milk,” 
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«¢ Milk.? And in another Place that fame judi- 
cious Traveller faith, “* That Paleftine isnot a more 
«¢ barren Country than it was in former Time, and 
¢¢ were it improv’d and cultivated, it would doubt- 
«¢ Jefs be as fruitful as it was in the Time of the J/- 
‘< ygelites.” I fhall mention but one Writer more, 
in Behalf of the Account of Mo/es, I mean, the 
Reverend Doctor Shaw, who has lately oblig’d the 
World with a Defcription of that Country, full of 
Remarks no lefs curious than new ; which laft, one 
would hardly imagine, could poffibly be done, after 
fuch a Number of Travellers, who feem’d to have 
fo drain’d and exhaufted the Subjeét, as not to leave 
the leaft Gleanings for any other Writer after them ; 
but this learned and ingenious Man has ftruck our, 
as it were, a new Tract, has flung in fuch new and 
happy Difcoveries in ancient and modern Geo- 
graphy, and made fuch judicious and entertaining 
Obfervations on the Countries he has _ travel’d 
through, as juftly deferve the Thanks of the Learn- 
ed, and 


Decies repetita placebunt. 


The Words of Doctor Shaw, in relation to 
the Holy Land, are thefe: ** This Country, were it 
‘© as well peopled and cultivated as it was in ancient 
“© Times, would be ftill more fruitful than the beft 
¢ Parts of Syria and Phenice, for the Soil itfelf is 
‘© much richer, and, all Things confider’d, yields 
“a more preferable Crop. The Parts, particu- 
‘larly about Feru/alem, being defcrib’d as rocky 
‘* and mountainous, have been therefore fuppos’d to 
‘© be barren and unfruitful, yet, granting this Con- 
‘© clufion, which is far from being juft, a Kingdom 
‘© ig not to be denominated barren and unfruitful 
‘© from one Part of it only, but from the Whole. 
“ The Barrennefs of this — proceeds not from 
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¢¢ the Unfruitfulnefs of the Land itfelf, but from 
é¢ the Want of Inhabitants, and of Labour and 
“* Induftry in thofe that at prefent poflefs it. There 
are, befides, fuch perpetual Difcords and Depreda- 
tions among the petty Princes, who fhare that 
fine Country, that if it was better peopled, there 
would be but fmal] Encouragement to fow, when 
<¢ it was fo uncertain who would gather in the Har- 
«¢ yet.” But to come to a Conclufion, which I 
believe, Sir, you long for as much as I do myfelf: 
Upon the Whole, I cannot {fee any juft Ground for 
the Reflcétions of thefe Writers upon the Account 
which Mofes has given of the Land of Promife, 
nor how Mr. Toland particularly, who could not but 
have feen Brochardus, La Valle, and Mr. Maun- 
drel, who fpeak fo very favourably of that Coun- 
try, and alfo the Journey of Prince Radzivill, 
which plainly agrees with them, could with any 
Reafon or Modefty declare, that the contrary had 
been afferted by all the Travellers that had ever been 
in that Country. 
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ARTICLE VII. 


Examen & Refutation des Elemens de la Phis 
lofophie de Neuton de M. de Voltaire, avec 
une Differtation fur la Reflexion & la Re- 
fraétion de la Lumiere. Dedie a Monfei- 
gneur le Duc de Chartres. Par M. Jean 
Banieres; that is, Anz Examination and 
Confutation of Mr. de Voltaire’s Elements of 
Philofophy according to the Newtonian 
Syftem; with a preliminary Differtation 
concerning the Reflection and Refraction of 
Light. Printed at Paris, and fold by Paul 
Vaillant, oppofite Southampton-Street 2 the 
Strand, London. 1739. Octavo. Pages 406. 
The Whole illuftrated with Copper-Plates, 


and adorn’d with emblematical Sculptures. 


-_o Author of this Work has himfelf a very 
good Opinion of it, but feveral of our Ex- 
gift Virtuofi differ vaftly from him in this Particu- 
ar: They will fcarcely bear the Mention of it with 
any Degree cf Patience, and will have it to be a 
moft ftupid Performance. Whether it really is fo, 
or their Difpleafure arifes only from their Tendernefs 
of Sir Jfaac Newton’s Charaéter, which they look 
upon as injured by this Writer, who has the fame 
Veneration for Cartefius as we have for our Philo- 
fopher, I will not take upon me to determine, 

It is not the whole of Mr. Voltaire’s Treatife 
that Mr. Banieres undertakes to canvas, it is that 
Part only which relates to the Phenomena of Light. 
He has ranged his Thoughts on this Subje& in 
fourteen Chapters, which anfwer to the firft fourteen 
Chapters of Mr. Voltaire’s Eutments, wherein 
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thofe Points are contained which our Author at this 
Time difputes with him. As for the Refidue ot that 
Work, comprehending another and very noble 
Branch of the New Philofophy, viz. The Syftem 
of the World, Mr. Bavieres referves the Refutation 
of it till another Opportunity, which he will have 
us to know is not very far off, ia cafe the Publick is 
fo juft as to give thefe firlt Obfervaticns a favourable 
Reception. We have his Word, that it was neither 
Vain-glory on one hand, nor Envy of Mr. Vol- 
taire’s Reputation on the other, which gave Birth 
to his Animadverfions; he was influenc’d thereto, 
he affures us, by no lower Motives than « pure Love 
of Truth, a Defign of preferving young Tyro’s from 
being feduc’d into divers plaufible Errors, and of 
vindicating the Honour of De/cartes from the infi- 
dious Attacks of his prefent Antagonift, Mr. Fon- 
tenelle, and the whole Body of Sir Isaac Newron’s 
French Admirers. 

By the Difcourfe on the Caufes and Laws of Re- 
flection and Refraction of Light, which he has 
placed as a neceffary Introduction at the Entrance of 
this Piece, he flatters himfelf that he has given his 
Readers a thorough Infight into that curicus Theory, 
and enabled them to decide with great Exaétnefs be- 
tween himand Mr. Voltaire. It mutt be minded that 
this Gentleman, in the fecond Chapter of his Ele- 
ments, has afferted, and endeavoured to prove, 
that Light is not refleéted by the foiid Parts of Bodies, 
asvulgarly believed. Itisthat Propofition which gave 
Birth to this preliminary Differtation. Wr. Banieres 
therein treats the Newtontan Notions of this Matter 
as mere Chymera’s. They may perhaps be fuch, if 
the Definition he has given of Reflection be in all Cafes 
a true one: ‘¢ Refleétion, fays he, is that Change 
‘¢ which happens in the Direction of a moving 
‘¢ Body, upon its ftriking another Body, which it 
‘scan neither pafs nor penetrate, nor put into 

«« Motion, 
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«s Motion, if ic be at Reft, or if it be in Motion, 
«¢ cannot imprefs thereon a Velocity equal to its 
«¢ own.” Or if what he lays down as a Principle 
be really fuch in Nature, viz. ¢ That Elafticity is 
«¢ the real and fole Caufe of Reflection:” From this 
Definition and Principle his Confequences will ine- 
vitably follow, That a Body cannot be reflected bur 
from or by fome other Body: And that where no 
Elafticity is, there no Caufe of Reflection can be. 

The Principle here laid down has been, he fays, 
fo inconteftably proved by M. de Mairan, that it 
would be incredible, if we did not know it by Ex- 
perience, that any one fhould think or teach the 
contrary. To undeceive fuch as are in this Error, 
he undertakes to demonftrate, ** That two Bodies 
< perfectly hard, void of Elafticity, (as they muft 
«¢ be of courfe) and alike in Bulk, being impell’d 
¢ aoainft one another with equal Celerities, and with 
<¢ diametrically oppofite Directions, will not recede 
‘© from each other after their Concourfe.” Having 
proved this Propofition, (the Reverfe of which he 
obferves is taught in feveral Univerfities), and guard- 
ed it againft an Objection to which it is liable, he 
repeats the abovementioned Principle, as a Point 
henceforth indifputable, viz. ‘* That Elafticity is the 
«¢ fole and true Caufe of Reflection ; and that it is 
<¢ in that Quality alone we can find the Spring of 
“¢ that Force which caufes Bodies to recoil ;” after 
which he defcribes the manner wherein Reflection 
1s produced in a Variety of Cafes, 


Thefe Points being difpatch’d, and the Caufe of — 


Reflection obvioufly pointed out, our Author pro- 
ceeds to the Difcuffion of another Queftion, which is 
much harder to determine, and has greatly diftrefs’d 
fome of the very beft Philofophers, viz. What is the 
Subject of the reflecting Power? What is it that 
thus re-acts on Light, and fo wonderfully and 
entirely changes the Direction of its Rays? Our Au- 
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thor firft reckons up the Difficulties which embarras 
this Inquiry, and then very kindly puts into our 
Hands a Key whereby we may certainly come at 
their Solution: This is aSyftem, not fo properly of 
his inventing as of his improving, for which he re- 
fers us to a Treatife of his on Light, where he has 
explain’d it in all its Branches, and which depends 
on thefe two Principles. Firft, Zhat the ir by 
which Bodies are furrounded, and which enters their 
Pores, does not exattly conform itfelf to their external or 
internal Surfaces, but leaves, as it were, a Space be- 
tween itfelf and the faid Surfaces : Secondly, That the 
Light which is every where diffufed, fills up that Space, 
and forms a kind of Atmofphere about thofe Bodies. 
This Atmofphere, as he endeavours to fhew, is that, 
whereby the impelled Rays of Light are both re- 
fle€ted and refraéted. 

Another Query our Author refolves is, Whether 
the Rays of Light be decompounded or feparated by 
Reflection, as they are by Refraction? he determines 
in the Affirmative. He obferves that if they were 
not, there could be no Diftinétion of Colours, and 
all vifible Objeéts would appear white. He has 
framed a very beautiful Hypothefis, to account for 
the Aptitude of different Bodies to reflect, each, a 
peculiar fort of Rays, while all others are abforped 
by, or pafs thorough them: how it comes to pafs, 
for Jnflance, that fome Surfaces refle&t only thofe 
Rays which excite in us the Senfation we call red, 
ftifling or tranfmitting all the reft, while others re- 
fie&t thofe only that are proper to excite in us the 
Idea of Blue, Violet, Yellow, or the like. His Expli- 
cation of this Phoenomenon is founded on the Analogy 
there is between Light and Sound, between Colours 
and the Notes of a mufical Inftrument. 

I have faid above, that our Author has in this 
Preface inveftigated the Laws according to which 
Bodies are reflected in a great Variety of Circum- 

fiances ; 
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ftances: He has likewife eftablifhed, as he fuppofes, 
the genuine Principles from whence the Refraétions 
of moving Bodies in general, and of Light in par- 
ticular, may be clearly and certainly deduced. He 
then gives us the Sentiments of Mr. Hobbes, Mefi 
Bernoulli, M.Mairan, and others upon this Subject, in- 
termixed with fome Obfervations of his own on their 
feveral Syftems. M. Mairan is his Favourite upon this 
Head. That Gentleman, he tells us, has found ir the 
Laws of Percuffion and Reflection, a Caufe of Rei zac- 
tion purely mechanical, which is infinitely more con- 
formable to Reafon and Experience thanany other Hy- 
pothefis relating thereto that has been ever invented. 
He afterwards remarks, that the Refraction of 


Light has occafioned greater Difputes among the . 


Learned than that of grofler Bodies. ** When M., De/- 
“© cartes, fays he, publifhed his Dioptricks, and ad- 
<¢ vanced this Paradox, that Light moved more eafily 
in Water than Air, and yet more eafily in Glafs 
than in Water, it railed him a great Number of 
Adverfaries, at the Head of which was M. Fer- 
mat, Counfellor of the Parliament of Touloufe, 
and a profound Mathematician. M. De/fcartes 
was fully perfuaded, and very juftly, that feeing 
Light is refracted towards the Perpendicular, 
when it paffes out of Air into Water, and more 
fo, when it paffes out of Water into Glafs, it 
muft find lefs Refiftance in Water than it does 
in Air, and ftill lefs in Glafs than in Water. 
¢¢ M. Fermat, on the contrary, afferted, that Light 
«* meets with more Refiftance in Water than in 
«¢ Air, and in Glafs more than it encounters in 
s¢ Water: He maintained, that the Refiftance of 
“¢ different Mediums in refpect of Light, in- 
“¢ creafed as their Denfities: The common Preju- 
«¢ dice was indeed on his Side; but as he was un- 
«s able to find, either in Mechanicks or Phyficks, 
«¢ any Caufé of Refraction that could be fupported 
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¢ by his Principles, and being unable any longer 
«© to defend himfelf againft the Arguments of 
“© Defcartes, he had Recourfe to a moral Principle, 
«¢ and took Refuge in final Caufes, Severa] Philo- 
<«¢ fophers had done the fame before M. Fermar, but 
¢¢ then it was only in the Matter of Opticks and 
“< Catoptricks. M. Leibnitz has fince followed 
‘s them very zealoufly.” 

Mr. Banieres lays before us the Reafoning 
whereby thefe Oppofers of Defcartes endea- 
voured to fupport their Opinions: It is founded 
upon this Maxim, Zhat Nature always ope- 
rates according to the fimpleft and fhorteft Me- 
thods. “Itis, fay they, agreeable to the Wif- 

“dom of Nature that Light fhould proceed 
* from one Point to another, either in a direct 
«© Road, or that which is fhorteft, or that which 

may be paffed in the leaft Time: But Light that 

is refracted in paffing out of Air into Water, 
proceeds, neither in a direét Road, nor in that 
which is fhorteft; it muft therefore be in that 
through which it can pafs in the leaft Time. 

But it is demonftrated that Light, moving in an 

oblique Direction, in order to its paffing, in the 

leaft Time that is poffible, froma given Point in 
any Medium to a given Point in another Medium, 
muft be refracted in fuch fort, that the Sine of the 

Angle of Incidence and the Sine of the Angle of Re- 

fraction be to each other asthe refifting Powers of the 

different Mediums. Since Light therefore ap- 
proaches to the Perpendicular, when it paffes with 
an oblique Direétion from Air into Water, or from 
this laft into Glafs, and feeing in that Cafe the Sine 
of the Angle of Refraétion is lefs than of the Angle 
of Incidence, we ought toconclude that Water is lefs 
eafily penetrated by Light than Air is, and confe- 
quently that Water refifts the Paflage of Light 
more than Air does, and Glafs yet more than 
sc Water.” 
Our 
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Our Author is by no means fatisfied with this Ar- 
guing. He does not in the leaft approve of hav- 
ing Recourfe to a moral Principle, or a final Caufe, 
(whereof he fays, we can have no proper Idea, con- 
fidering the many different Ways in which the fu- 

reme Being can combine fecond Caufes) and pre- 
erring it to a geometrically demonftrated Princi- 
ple, which is obvious toour Underftandings. How- 
ever, he chufes not to throw away many Words, in 
expofing the Weaknefs of the Foundation whereon 
thefe Anti-Cartefans build their Syftem, or the un- 
philofophicalnefs of their Procedure ; inftead of all 
this, he direétly attacks and fubverts their whole Su- 
perftructure, by proving that Water is a Medium 
more eafily paffible by Light than Air is. For 
this Purpofe he alledges the following Experiment. 
If a Perfon at fome Depth under Water fhoot with 
an Air-Gun at a Mark, placed in an oblique Pofi- 
tion out of the Water, the Piece being fo levelled, 
that a right Line would pafs thorough the Centers 
of the Mark and of the Bullet; the Ball will not 
{trike the Mark, but above it, the Courfe of it be- 
ing, refracted towards the Perpendicular, and confe- 
quently making the Sine of the Angle of Refraéti- 
on lefs than that of the Angle of Incidence. What 
now, fays Mr. Baxieres, becomes of the Reafoning 
of the Partifans of final Causes? According to 
their Principles, the Air muft refift the Ball’s Mo- 
tion more than the Water, or the Refraction of its 
Motion muft be receding from the Perpendicular, 
fo as to make the Sine of the Angle of Refraction 
greater than that of the Angle of Incidence. The 
firft is oppofite to Reafon and good Senfe; the 
other contradicts Experience. From whence we 
ought to coclude, that thofe Principles which lead 
to thefe Abfurditics, fhould be rejected as very bad 
ones, 
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When Mr. Banieres has made ufe of the forego- 
ing Experiment to overthrow and deftroy his Ad- 
verfaries Syftem, he employs it for defending and 
eftablifhing hisown. His Reafoning upon it is as 
follows: *‘* It is certain, fays he, that the Water 
«* refifts the Ball we have been fpeaking of more 
«© than the Air does; and Experience teftifies, that 
<< when the Ball paffes obliquely out of Water into 
«© Air, it approaches the Perpendicular, and on 
<«s the contrary, recedes from it, when it paffes ob- 
<¢ liquely from the Air into Water: It 1s therefore 
‘¢ certain that a Body, which, in paffing obliquely 
«¢ from one Medium into another, fuffers a Re- 
«¢ fraction which makes it approach towards the 
«¢ Perpendicular, paffes from a more refifting to a 
“ Jefs refifting Medium, as, on the other hand, it 
‘¢ paffes from an eafy into a more difficult Me- 
«© dium when it fuffers a Refraction which carries 
‘< ic from the Perpendicular. Wherefore, fince 
«¢ Light is refracted towards the Perpendicular, 
‘< when it pafles obliquely from Air into Water, 
«© and fuffersa Refraction, which 1s the Reverfe of 
<< the former, when it pafles obliquely out of the 
«© Water into Air; it manifeftly appears, thac Wa- 
“ter makes lefs Refiftance than Air does to the 
«“« progreffive Motion of Light.” M. Banieres 
produces another Experiment as a Proof of this 
Pofition, in the forty-fourth Page of his Preface. 
Between thefe Experiments he has given us M. Fobn 
Bernoull,’s Explication of the Refraétion of Light, 
which the Reader may find as that Gentleman deli- 
vered it himfelf in the Aéfa Eruditorum for 1701, 
Page 19, €f¢c. Mr. Baxieres allows M. Bernoulli’s 
Theory to be a very ingenious one; tho’ at the 
fame Time he fays it is built ona falfe Principle, 
and is oppofite to Experience: And while it feems 
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to be entirely mechanical, is metaphyfical in Reali- 


ty. 

” have already mentioned our Author’s Fy pothe- 
fis concerning the immediate Caufe of the Reflecti- 
onand Refraétion of Light; which, as | judge, 
he took from M. Mairvan, That Virtuofo, hetells 
us, being convinced by a great Number of the 
ftrongeft Reafons, that the folid Parts of Bodies are 
not the immediate Caufes of the Refraction and Re- 
flection of Light, was perfuaded there is a moft 
fubtile Fluid, which not only fills the Pores of all 
Bodies, but envelops the Bodies themfelves with a 
Kind of Atmofphere, and occafions the Phenome- 
na we are {peaking of. This Notion Mr. Ba- 
nieres has adopted. We cannot, he fays, doubt 
of M. Mairan’sAtmofphere. He has produced divers 
Proofs of its Exiftence in the fecond Chapter of 
the Work before us ; but there are two others, which 
I fuppofe he did not think of, when he wrote that 
Chapter which he has given us here in the Preface. 
One of thefe is very trite, the other looks to be 
as trifling. The firft is drawn from that common 
Obfervation, of a Stone, drop’d fiom the Top of 
the Maft of a Ship under fail, conftantly ftriking 
the Deck in a Point perpendicularly under that 
from which ic is Jet fall. ‘The fecond is taxen from 
thofe Swarms of Flies that frequently accompany 
and vex thofe who walk or ride out of Town in 

the Summer-feafon towards the Clofe of the Day. 
This Atmofphere being once formed and efta- 
blifhed, nothing remains, our Author thinks, to 
account for the Refraétion and Reflection of Light, 
but to apply tothe Rays of it, certain Propofitions 
which he has laid down in the twenty-fecond and 
four enfuing Pages of this preliminary Difcourfe, 
concerning 8odies that ftrike upon a Plane which 
yields at the Time of Compreffion, He has fa- 
I voured 
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voured us with an Example of this Application in 
Pace 47, &&c. 

However, after all, Mr. Baxicres is very fenfible, 
that this Doétrine of his concerning the Caufe of 
Refraction affords Matter for a great many Que- 
ries. It may be afked, he fays, very naturally, 
what Authority there is for faying, that fuch a re- 
fraéting Fluid exifts, as he and Mr. Mairan pre- 
tend to have difcovered? Why it refifts the Motion 
of Light in the Pores of Water, Icfs than it does 
in thofe of Air, and yet lefs in the Pores of Glafs 
than of either? How comes it to pafs, that the re- 
fracting Powers of different Mediums being pro- 
portioned to their Denfities, the refracting Fluid dif- 
pofes itfelf in fuch a manner in their Pores, as to 
facilitate the Paflage of the Rays of Light more 
or lefs exactly in the Proportion of their Denfities ? 
Why in the Pores of Oil of Turpentine, and other 
unctuous and fulphureous Bodies, it affords Light 
an eafier Paflage than the Denfity of thofe Boaies 
requires? Laftly, What is the Reafon that this 
Fluid refifts the Propagation of Light fo much the 
more, asthe Pores of the Bodies which it occupies 
are larger, and the Bodies lefs denfe. 

Thete, he fays, we muft acknowledge to be 
Queftions very hard to refolve, and appear as my- 
{terious asthe Refractions they relate to: Neverthe- 
lefs, 1f we confider the manner in which Light is 
refracted, if we examine the Nature of Bodies, 
andthe Number of their folid Parts compared with 
the Number and Greatnefs of their Pores; if we 
attend to the different Texture of their Parts, and 
the different Configuration of their Pores; we fhail 
find that if all chofe Difficulties do not entirely va- 
nifh, they will at leaft be extremely diminifhed. 

Accordingly, in the enfuing Paragraphs of 
this Preface, he proceeds, upon the Founda- 
tion here laid, to evince the Exiftence of the 
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Fluid to which he afcribes the Refraction of Light, 
and to account for the foregoing Phenomena of it. 

As for his Fluid, it fubfifts, if we may believe 
him, on no weaker a Bafis than the Laws of Phy- 
ficks and Mechanicks. And as for any Cavils that 
Meffieurs the Newtontans (fo he calls them) may 
raife again{t it, as a precarious Suppofition, he 
only fays, that if they, withouc any Scrupie, and 
to ferve the very Purpofe of his Fluid, 2, e. to 
folve the Refraction and Relleétion of Light, can 
admit a Quality into their Syitem, of which they 
are altogether ignorant, and for which they have 
not the leaft Ground, viz. Altradion, he may cer- 
tainly be permitted to aflume, as a Principle, the 
Reality ofa refracting Fluid, which not only poffef- 
fes the Pores of traniparent Bodies, but alfo torms 
a kind of Atmofphere about the Bodies them- 
felves, 

When Mr. Banieres has difpatched all thefe knot- 
ty Points, at Jeaft to his own Satisfaction, he en- 
tertains his Readers with the younger M. fobs 
Bernoulli’s Doétrine concerning the Refraction of 
Light, which he has extraéted from his Differta- 
tion on that Subject, that carried the Prize of the 
Royal Academy of Sciences, inthe Year 1736. 

Mr. Banieres tells us, that when he firft read this 
Difcourfe of Mr. Berzouilli’s he expected to find 
M. Mairan quoted in thofe Articles of it, where the 
Author fpeaks of the Refraction, the Reflection, 
and Colours of the Rays of Light ; and he was very 
much furprifed.at feeing no mention of him, becaufe 
Mr. Bernoulli has very punctually copied that Gen- 
tleman’s Tenets upon thofe Heads ; but it is, yet, 
as he adds, more aftonifhing, that Mr. Bernoulit 
fhould think exactly as Mr. Mairan does, with 
refpect to the Analogy, which the latter feveral 
Years ago declared he had found between Colours 
and mufical Notes, Light and Sound, luminous 
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and fonorous Fibres; an Analogy which, he lets us 
know, he himfelf had perceived in the Year 1736, 
but which, with an Ingenuoufnefs that might have 
become Mr. Bernoulli, he attributed to Mr. Mai- 
yan, as his Property, and a Difcovery to which he 
had the moft equitable Title. 

As foon as Mr. Banieres has difpatched Mr. Ber- 
noulli, with an Infinuation not greatly to his Ho- 
nour, he falls once more on the Partifans of final 
Caufes, the Vanity of whofe Syftem he again de- 
montftrates. He allows Mr. Fermat, who was their 
Leader, to be a learned Geometer, and fubtle 
Metaphyfician ; but he mentions with a moft pro- 
found Contempt, one M. de la Chambre, who took 
up the Cudgels in behalf of Mr. Fermat, when he 
was unable to defend himfelf againft De/cartes, in 
the Controverfy he had with him. 

There is one M. Carre alfo,of the Royal Academy 
of Sciences, who is in the Lift of thofe Writers on 
the Refraction of Light, of whofe Aypothe/es our 
Author has given us the Hiftory. His No- 
tions of it are very fingular. He is a de- 
clared Enemy of final Caufes, ana an Advocate 
for Cartefius. He holds that Air is the only Thing 
permeable by Light, and that all tranfparent Bo- 
dies are fo, only in Confequence of the Air re- 
plenifhing their Pores ; and he imagines that this 
Air, the more it is compreffed, the more eafily it 
fuffers the Light to enter and pafs thorough it, and 
that its Compreffion in the Pores of Bodies is in the 
Ratio of their Denfities. Thefe Principles are 
friendly enough to Mr. Banieres’s Syftem, and he 
feems to be very much pleafed with Mr. Carre for 
admitting a refracting Fluid into his Scheme, tho” 
it be not in all Refpects fuch a one as he would 
have it. 

Mr. Hobdes brings up the Rear of thofe whofe 
Explications of this noble Subject Mr. Banieres has 
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reprefented. He was aFavourer of final Caufes ; 
however, the Theorems he has left us upon this 
Matter are commended by our Author, who re- 
cites them as very folid, and fuch as a very good 
ufe may be made of, 

As for the Notion of the Refraction of the Rays 
of Light depending on a certain attractive Virtue 
inherent in Matter, Mr. Banieres forbears faying 
any thing of it in this Preface, but referves that 
Point to be thoroughly difcufs’d in his enfuing 
Examination. 

When he has finifhed his Account of the 
Opinions of the moft celebrated Writers on this 
Topick, he tells us, it is eafy to perceive by what 
he has faid thereupon, that all their Hypothe/es are 
attended with infinite Inconvenience, and that M. 
Mairan’s only, is that which can be fafely relied on. 
It yet remains that he fhould exhibit his own Senti- 
ments upon this curious Point; or, rather, as he 
modeftly expreffes it, fhewthe Conformity of them, 
for the moft Part, with thofe of M. Mairan, and 
their Confiftency with them in all thofe Inftances, 
wherein they may not perfectly coincide. In the 
Profecution of this Purpofe he firft propofes and 
explains the principal Phaenomena of the Refracti- 
on and Refrangibility of the Rays of Light, and 
then he entertains us with a delightful View of his 
Syftem, finely contrived and exactly correfponding 
with them in every particular: It is in all refpeécts 
fo obvioufly excellent, that he ventures, with a pro- 
per Affurance to fay, that upon the leaft Reflection 
every one may be abfolutely convinced, that no- 
thing could be ordered in a more fimple, more na~ 
tural, more folid and mechanical Manner, There 
is indeed one thing in it, which gives him an Op- 
portunity of triumphing openly over Sir //aac 
Newton: \t affigns the true mechanical Caufe of the 
different Refrangvbility Rays of Light, This 
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he telis «: is wanting in the ingenious Syftem of the 
celebiaccd) Mr. Newrea. This Gentleman, interior, 
at leaft in this Inftance, to our French Virtuofo, 
pretended to accoun: for this amazing Property, 
upon his favourite but grounidlefs Principle of At- 
traction, which Icd him into an Error, that our 
Author avoided. Ji muft be owi'd, he does not 
infult over Sir //zac upon this Score, but lets him 
off (to ufe a very gentecl Parale) preity eafily, 
not treating him with Contemp, but with a Sort of 
Compaffion: He fays, “ Happy in Experiments, in- 
«¢ defatigable in obferving, fublime in his Calculati- 
«© ons, Mr. Newton fucceeded ill in his phyfical So- 
& Jutions!” 

Mr. Sanieres is an utter Infidel, with regard to 
Attradion, and he is under a great Concern to fee 
the World running mad afrer a Philofophy, found- 
ed on fo chimericala Principle. In Compaffion to 
fuch a Number of deluded Creatures, many of 
which are his own Countrymen, he has, towards the 
Clofe oi this Preface, taken fome Chriftian Pains to 
expofe the Weaknefs and Falfhood of thofe Argu- 
ments, whereby a Multitude of young Students 
have been, and yet daily are perverted from Carte- 
fianifia, and drawn into a blind Attachment to this 
Monficur Newton, (whom M. Foutenelle, Voltaire, 
and others have audactoufly prefum’d to prefer to 
Defcartes) and induced to embrace the Illufions of 
iis Syftem, to the Neglect of the Doétrine of Yor- 
tice’s firft, fecond, and third Elements, and all the 
ineftimable Truths of this illuftrious Inventor’s 
Principia. I bave often heard, fays he, a Sort a 
Reafoning in Favour of Newtonianifm, which bas 
deceived a great many young Beginners, and I judge 
sf wi.l not be unufeful to examine the Solidity of it. 
Accordingly he goes on, firft, to recite what he has 
heard, and fecondly, to fhew how little it was worth 
hearing, 


Firft, 
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Firft, ‘© The Syftem of Attraétion, it is faid, 
«¢ perfectly quadrates with Obfervation and Experi- 
«cs ence, it agrees exactly with the Principles of 
«© Geometry, the Laws of Mechanicks, and Alge- 
«© brick Computation, Is not all this an evident 
<¢ Proof that there is in Matter a Property, which 
«¢ was unknown till Mr. Newton detected it, an 
‘s Attraction that produces all the Phenomena 
¢¢ which we daily behold, which harmonifes all the 
« Parts of the Univerfe, and retains them in the 
«© admirable Order which ‘ve fee them preferve? 
“© Ts it poffible the Frame of the World fhould fo 
«© precifely coincide with an oceult Quality, a Pro- 
‘¢ perty that does not really exift? No certainly. 
«© To deny Attraction therefore, is to renounce our 
“ Reafon; to treat it as a mere Surpofiticn, is al- 
“ together unjuft ; for how can we give that Title 
¢ to Facts, demonftrated over and over? Befides, 
<¢ all Geometers throughout Europe feem to be ab- 
‘¢ folutely convine’d of it, and are to a Man pro- 
<6 fefied Newtonians. Is it poffible that fo many 
«¢ great Scholars fhould be in an Error ? ” 

Such are the Arguments employed by the Advo- 
cates of Attraction, and which, together with an 
Affectation of Singularity, have made more New- 
tonians, Mr. Banieres aflures us, than any real Know- 
ledge of Mr. Newron’s Demonttrations, But now, 
Secondly, ‘Yo fhew the Vanity of this Train of 
Paralogiim, he would have ic to. be obdferved, 
‘© That as the Syftem of Arcra¢tion is nothing but 
«© that of Impulfe inverted, fo we ought not to 
‘ wonder if all that has been demonftrated of the 
“ Jatter agrees with the former. Do we not know, 
¢ in Effect, that the Science of Mechanicks is the 
“ fame, whether we fuppole Bodies to be tmpell’d 
‘© downwards by the Stroke of a Battledore, or 
‘© drawn downwards by a Cord. 

% [et not the Newtoutans fay, We are in the 
‘¢ wrong for treating the Attraction asa mere 
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Suppofition 5 for there never was a more trifling 
one, than that of a Property of Matter, which 
is not material, and aéts independently of Mat- 
ter; a Property that they will have to be univer- 
fal, but which neverthelefs they multiply at every 
Turn, and of which they invent as many dif- 
ferent Kinds, as they have Phzenomena to folve 
by it: They have central Attractions, and /n- 
perficial ones ; fome that operate afar off, and 
others that have no Influence beyond the very 
Point of Coutafi: They have Attractions /ym- 
patbetick and antipathetick, and ot | know not 
how many Sorts befides ; but the moft f{trange of 
all are thofe that are Attractions only at one deter- 
minate Diftance, and are Repulfions at all others ; 
fo that to make every T!::ng depend on Attrac- 
tion, and to render that occult Quality univerfal, 
they do fo change, disfigure, difguife, and mul- 
tiply it, that there is no diftinguifhing what it is 
about which thefe Gentlemen make fuch a Clatter, 
“© We are juftified in our Reflections upon this 
Point, by no lefs an Authority than that of the 
learned M. Bernoulli the Father. His Teftimony 
is not to be fufpected. He was no Stranger to 
Mr. Newton, and was perfe&tly acquainted with 
his Syftem. See how he expreffed himfelf in 
the Year 1701. twenty fix Years before that Phi- 
lofopher died: “ My. Newron, fays he, ex- 
plains neither the Nature nor the efficient Caufe 
of Attraction, but /uppofes both: Granting him 
thefe, it muft be confeffed, bis Hypothefis is very 
elegant, and may fully fatisfy a Mathematician. 
It is in this Manner that Geometers reafon, it is 
in this Senfe that all the Geometers of Europe are 
Newtonians, and on this Footing we glory to be 
fo alfo; but let us proceed no further, let us not 
offer to introduce this Suppoftion into Phyficks, 
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«¢ nor pretend to make it the Foundation of the 
«© various Appearances of Nature. 

Mr. Banieres tintfhes his Preface with the Mo- 
tives that engaged him to undertake the fubfequent 
Work, anda Plan of the Method he has obferved in 
the handling of his Subjeét. Of thefe fomewhat has 
been mentioned in the forepart of this Article. I 
at firft intended a brief Analyfis of the Examr- 
NATION itfelf; but that Purpofe vanifhed before I 
got to the End of the preliminary Difcourfe, where- 
in I met with too much Froth and Garrulity 
to be fond of meddling with the reft of the Per- 
formance, 
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ARTiC.L &., &. 


A Differtation upon the Uncertainty of the 
Roman Hiftory during the firft five hundred 
Years. In two Parts. Part 1. A critical 
Inquiry concerning the original Records, Me- 
morials, Treaties, and other Monuments, 
from whence proper Materials could be drawn 
for compiling the Hifiory of the firft Ages of 
Rome; and of the Hiftortans who compiled 
the fame. Part Il. An Examination of 
fome of the principal Events that are faid to 
have happen’d during that Period; wherein 
the Inconfiftency of the Hiftorians with one 
another, and with the few original Pieces 
that were fav'd whenRome was burnt by the 
Gauls, zs prov'd. Tranflated from the 
French. London: Printed for 'T. Waller, 
in the Temple-Cloyfters, and at his Shop in 
Weftminfter-Hall. 1740. 12mo. Pages 


334: 


HE firftt Part of this Work confifts of twelve 
Chapters. In the foremoft of thefe our Au- 

thor takes notice of the Obfcurity of the firft Times 
ot Hiftory in general, aid particularly of the Ro- 
man Fiifory. tis almoft impeffible to offer any 
thing new or uncommon upon this Head; and our 
Author has only mentioned thole Points on which 
others have often expatiated. At the Clofe of this 
Chapter he exhibits a fummary View of the 
Grounds whereon he builds the Doétrine of this 
Book, and of the Method in which he handles his 
Subject, Elis Words are thele, “ Altho’ the tabu- 
* jous 
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lous Faéts which are interwoven with the Romarz 
Hiftory, might juftify our calling all the reft in 
Queftion, and authorife us even to reject it, 1 will 
not pufh Matters fo far, and itis only upon the Au- 
thority of the moft celebrated and moft efteemed 
Writers, that 1 venture to doubt of it. That no Be- 
dy may accufe me of doubting upon flight Reafons, 
I confine myfelf to this Reafon for thinking their 
Hiftory obicure and uncertain, that they fay to 
themfelves.— It is from them IJ learn, that a!lmoit 
all the publick Monuments, which could have giv- 
en any Certainty to their Hiftory, perifhcd in the 
Flames by which the Gaa/s confumed their City 
after taking it. It is from their Accounts that | en- 
deavour to difcover how much efcaped that Con- 
flagration; and [| find that what was faved could 
be but of little ufe in compofing a Hiftory ; that 
it was not upon fuch Monumenss that the firft 
Hiftorians laid their Foundation ; and that thole 
who fucceeded, at the fame time that they ac- 
knowledge the little Certainty of all they faid of 
the firft Ages, acknowledge likewile, that it 
was from them they had the Acccunts of what 
they related. From thence I conclude, that 
thefe laft giving us no better Authorities than 
fuch as they themfelves thought couid not be de- 
pended upon, deferve no greater Degree of Cre- 
dit than they, and that we have good Reafon to 
fufpeét all that is told us of the four or five firft 
Ages of Rome. To juftify this Conclufion, I 
fhall pafs in Review fome of the moft remarka- 
ble Faéts, and which make the greateft Figure 
inthe Roman Hiftory, the Uncertainty or Falfe- 
hood of which being proved, will be a Confir- 
mation of the other Reafons for doubting of this 
Hiftory. 

The following Chapters of this Work are a De- 


tail of what is here propofed in general. For In- 


{iance, 
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ftance, in the fecond Chapter of the farft Part, our 
Author diftinétly fets forth the Reafons there are 
for doubting the Roman Hiftory of the firft Ages, 
In the third, fourth, fifth, fixth, feventh, and eighth 
Chapters he fpecifies thofe Monuments, on which 
alone the aforefaid Hiftory could be founded; and 
he proves the Circumftances of them to have been 
fuch, as rendered them altogether infufficient for 
affording it any tolerable Degree even of Credibi- 
lity. In the ninth Chapter he fhews, that what we 
have of the faid Hiftory, is taken from certain 
Family Memoirs, of which he has given us an 
Account in the eighth. In the tenth Chapter he 
has drawn the Character of Fabius Piétor, the firft 
Hiftorian of the Romans; he lets us fee how ill 
qualified he was for executing that Funétion, and 
how little his Relations are to be depended on; he 
quotes the Opinions of Dionyfius Halicarnaffeus and 
Polybius, concerning his Performance, In the ele- 
venth Chapter he makes appear, that all which the 
Hiftorians have recorded of the firft Ages of Rome, 
1s founded folely upon the Authority of Fadius 
Piétor. In the twelfth he has given us his Judg- 
ment of Dionyfius Halicarnaffeus asa Writer, and 
fixed the Degree of Credit, which ought to be 
given to his Hiftory. 

_ In the fecond Part of this Work, where the Au- 
thor applies himfelf to demonttrate the Uncertainty 
of the principal Events of the Roman Hiftory, he 
fhews in the firft Chapter, That no certain Account 
can be given of the Founder of Rome, or of the 
Time of its Foundation, In the fecond, and three 
following Chapters, he reckons up fevera] Contra- 
dictions which are to be met with in the Hiftorians 
concerning the principal Occurrences of the Reign 
of Romulus, during the Interreign after the Death 
of that Prince, and under the Government of Ser- 
vius Tullius, as likewife with Reference to the N - 
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ber of Tribes, into which the Romayz Citizens were 
divided, and the Age of the Targuins. In the fixth 
Chapter he expofes the Confufion that reigns in the 
Hiftory of the firft Years, after the Expulfion of 
the Kings, and ftates the different Opinions of Livy 
and Dionyfius Halicarnaffeus, as to the Time and 
Name of the firft Dictator. In the feventh and fub- 
fequent Chapters we have repeated Inftances of the 
utter Uncertainty of the primitive Accounts, with 
regard to fome of the moft momentous Tranf- 
actions and Events that are to be found in the An- 
nals of this People; as particularly the Siege of 
Rome by Porfenna ; the Defeat of the Fadiji; the 
Origin of the Queftors ; the Number and Names of 
the firft Tribunes ; the Defeat of the Gauls by Ca- 
millus; and feveral other Victories, which the Ro- 
mans falfly boafted they had obtain’d over that Na- 
tion; the Accident which occafioned the Admiffion 
of Plebeians to the Confulfhip ; the Advancement 
of Cornelius Flavius, from the mean Office of a 
writing Clerk, to the Dignity of Curule Edile ; the 
Reafon of the Law prohibiting the Senators bring- 
ing their Sons into the Senate-Houfe ; and, laftly, 
the famous Story of the Torture of Regulus by the 
Carthaginians. 

Our Author’s Difcourfes on thefe Heads tend to 
infpire us with a great Diffidence of Hhiitory in ge- 
neral, fince a little Reflection will convince us, that 
almoft all Accoupts of publick Affairs labour more 
or lefs under the Difadvantages which he has been 
confidering as the Misfortune only of the Romaz 
Records. Indeed a wife Man will never fori his 
Ideas of paft Ages and Proceedings by the Reports 
of any one Relater, whatever Character he may 
have acquir’d for Integrity, Knowledge, or Wil- 
dom, but wherever there are diflinct or different ones, 
of the fame Fact, will compare them carefully, ex- 
ercife his Underftanding, without fuffering his Paf- 
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fions to intereft themfelves in his Refearches, or in 
the Jeaft to influence his Judgement. We find in 
this Differtation, that the Roman Hiftory cannot be 
read with too much Caution, and [ am fure the fame 
may be faid of that of England, not only of the 
firft five hundred Years of our State, which is the 
Period our Author confines himfelf to, with Refe- 
rence te that of Rome, but of the very laft Century ; 
the Writers of which had all the Advantages that 
can ever be expected by an Hiftorian, and yet fuch 
manifelt Traits of Prejudice and Partiality are to be 
met with in every Page of the clafhing Accounts 
of that Time, fuch a falfe Colouring on every In- 
cident, fuch plaufible Mifreprefentations of Men 
and Things, that it is next to impoffible a Reader 
fhould efcape the fatal Delufion, who does not, 
when he perufes them, throw off all implicite 
Faith, all previous Refpect to Names and Parties, 
and who is not effectually determined to examine 
clofely, freely, and unconfinedly, whatfoever is ad- 
vanced on all Sides. 

I return to my Author: I prefume the Reader 
has conceived a general Idea of his Subject, by the 
preceding Account ; it remains only to fhew with 
what Ability, and in what Manner he has handled 
it in this Work. Now this may appear by the fol- 
lowing Specimens: The firft fhall be taken from 
that Part of it which contains his Reafons for 
doubting the Roman Hiftory of the firft Ages ; 
excluding, however, out of my Extraét, as much 
as I can, thofe Quotations from Livy and other 
Writers, which occur pretty frequently in the Ori- 
ginal. He fays: 

‘¢ In all Hittories, the Times are wrap’d up in 
‘¢ more Obfcurity, as they are the more remote, 
*¢ both by reafon that moft States have been incon- 
«¢ fiderable at their Beginning ; and alfo by reafon 
¢ of the litle Care which People take at firft to cul- 
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tivate the Sciences. If they heve been unpolifh- 
ed and ignorani, i is no wonder that the Hiftory 
6: fo too. Now itis well known, that the Re- 
mans Gid not begin to cultivate the Sciences, till 
pretty far on in the fixth Age, and even thefe 
Beginnings were but faint ————_ It is no won- 
der then, that the Hiftery of the firft Ages of 
Rome be obicure and full of Fiétions, fince no- 
body was capabie of writing it. Letters were 
not commen at that time, “fays Titus Livius, 
{peaking of the fifth Age of Rome. They mutft 
have been very little folicitous too, about pre- 
lerving the Memory of Tran! aétio: 1s, fince fixe 
ing a Nai] in the Wall annually, to mark the 
Number of Years, fupply’d the Place of Annals. 
Does not all this, t together with the abovemen- 
tioned Hiftorian’s repeated Complaints, of the 
Difficulties which he finds to difcover Truth a- 
mongft the Darknefs that furrounds it, of the 
Confufion that reigns in the Annals or Hiftories 
which he has recourfe to, and of the Contradic- 
tions which he can by no means reconcile, au- 
thorize us to call in Queftion al] the Hiftory we 
have of thofe Times? Conjidering how little 
Pains they were at to tranfmit the. Memory of 
Events to Pofterity, at the time they were tranf- 
acted, may not we, upon feeing an uninterrupt- 
ed Hiftory of four hundred Years, be juftifiable 
in reyeéting the whole, or at leaft a good Part of 
it, as a mere Forgery? If to all this we add, 

that at the taking of Rome by the Gauls, the 
Flames confumed, together with the City, al- 
moft a!l the Monuments that were in it, either 
Publick or Private, the Annals of the Pontiffs, 
or whatever could ferve to give any Infight of 
thofe Times, which ftood in io much Need of 
if, 
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‘© This isno more than what Titus Livius fays, 
which is confirm’d by the exprefs Words of 
Clodius, who evenadds, that the Monuments that 
were quoted as anterior to the taking of Rome, 
were forged.” It is upon Titus Livius’s Autho- 
rity that P/atarch, or whoever was the Author of 
the Treatife concerning the Fortune of the Ro- 
mans, after having mentioned feveral wonderful 
Events of thofe early Times, and at laft the De- 
feat of the Gauls by Camillus, or rather their vo- 
luntary Retreat according to Polybius, adds; 
But to what purpofe is it to dwell longer upon thefe 
Times where nothing is clear, nothing certain, 
fince, as Titus Livius affures us, the Roman 
Hiiftory has been falfify’d and their Monuments de- 


firoy'd ? 


“© What Plutarch fays concerning the Lofs of 
thefe Memoirs, founded upon the Teftimonies of 
Clodius and Livius, is of the more Weight, 1in that it 
iscited by fo judicious an Author ; and fince he 
does not contradict them, he confirms what they 
have faid by his own Suffrage. 

‘© There can be nothing more pofitive than the 
Teftimonies of thefe Authors. We find them 
no-where contradicted, and all that is oppoled 
to them is nothing elfe but fancitul Conjectures, 
Notwithftanding all the Hiftorian’s Conpplaints 
for want of Certainty, in what he writes of thofe 
early Times; notwithftanding his telling us over 
and over, that he relates many things which he 
does not think himfelf oblig’d to warrant ; 
fhould we receive for certain what he delivers as 
very doubtful, and refufe.to give him Credit in 
this Point alone, upon which he exprefies himfelf 
fo clearly, and of which he was very capable to 
judge. | 

“¢ People were fo much perfwaded in his time of 
the little Strefs that was to he laid upon that — 
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of the Roman Hittory, that Dionyfus Halicar- 
naffeus, Who had undertaken to raife it from the 
Contempt into which it had fallen, and ufed his 
utmoft Endeavours to bring it into Credit, is ob- 
liged to acknowledge it himfelf. He is afraid 
of being cenfured for having made fo bad a 
Choice of a Subjeét, and for having dwelt 
fo long upon Times where there was fo little 
Clearnefs, and upon the Hiftory of a People, 
that was hardly known, before its Wars with the 
Macedonians and Carthaginians. It Dionyfius 
could have given any folid Anfwer to this Objec- 
tion, would he not have done it, and would not 
he have proved that there were {till as many an- 
cient Monuments at Rome, as were fufficient to 
sive all the Certainty that was requifite to its 
Hiftory ? But this ist what he has not done, 

« Vhe Darknefs which obfcur’d the Hiftory 
of thofe early Times, the Fables with which it 
was confounded, the Difficulty of bringing 
Truth out of fuch a Chaos, were the Motives 
which hindered Cicero from undertaking to write 
the Hiftory of his Country; -not fatistied with 
doing it Honour by fo many other Works of 
different Kinds, he thought himlelf ftill obliged 
to do it this Service, and to employ his vaft 
Talents in this Work ; not content with having 
fav’d his Country from total Ruin, and making 
it owe its Safety to him, he would likewife lay 
it under the Obligation of receiving from him a 
Hiftory whofe Merit might tranfmit it to Po- 
fterity, and make it be read with Pleafure. He 
acknowledg’d himfelf, that there was no fort of 
Performance more fuited to an Orator, and he 
feems to have always had a Defign to undertake 
it.. He-does not excufe himfelf, when his Bro- 
ther Quintus and his Friend ¢ticus prefs him 


‘ co it, and very foon fuffer’d himfelf to be pre- 
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‘< yail’d upon. All the Queftion among them is, 
‘s whether he fhall begin his Hiftory with the 
‘s Foundation of Rome, or if he fhall only write 
‘cs the Hiftory of latter Times. ¢ticus is of the 
¢< Jaft Opinion, and fays, chat thefe Times will af- 
¢< ford him ample Materials, by giving him oc- 
<< cafion to relate the great Actions of his Friend 
<¢ Pompey, and likewife his own Confulfhip. I 
&< had rather, adds he, that he fhould give an Ac- 
¢< count of thefe things, than talk of Remus and 
“© Romulus, as the Saying ts. 
“© Such was this great Man’s Opinion of the 
«¢ Obfcurity of the Roman Hiftory, during the firft 
« Ages. Notwithftanding the want of good Hi- 
‘¢ ftorians, as to what regarded thofe Times, he 
‘ thought it unworthy of him to employ his 
«* Pen upon fuch a Subject, where Truth, which 
*¢ he look’d upon as the firft Law of Hiftory, 
“© feem’d impoffible to come at by the moft dili- 
«© gent Search. It was not Cicero alone who look’d 
<¢ upon what was faid of thofe Times as fabulous ; 
‘© we fee that it was become a Proverb, U¢ aiunt 
‘© de Remo €f Romulo, fays Atticus. Now what 
<¢ Judgment can we form of this Matter? Mutt 
‘< we not fubmit to theirs, who alone could judge 
of it? We have no reafon to fufpect, that they 
intended to deceive us upon this Head ; and if 
we reject their Authority in this, wherein can 
we believe them? 
By this Extraét it is plain that our Author is one 
of thofe Writers who cannot endure to leave their 
Readers in the leaft Doubt or Obfcurity, but take 
a deal of Pains to repeat and inculcate thofe Truths 
of which they defire they fhould be convinced. 
It is evident he prefers Perfpicuity to the moft ele- 
gant Concifenefs of Style, or Clofenefs of Compo- 
fition, We need no other Specimen to judge of the 
Manner in which he has expreffed his Sentiments 
throughout 


vA “ nw 
vo wn o wo 











Art.9. For FEBRUARY, 1740. 145 


throughout this Performance; but I have here 
fubjoined one or two, whereby we fhall fee how 
he has treated his Subject, as a Critick. 

As in the firft Part of this Differtation he demon- 
ftrates, that the Roman Hiftorians had no Founda- 
tion whereon they could build a genuine Account of 
the firft five hundred Years of that State; fo inthe 
fecond Part he particularizes thofe grand Events of 
which they have tranfmitted falfe and fpurious Re- 
Jations to Pofterity: And here it is, in the Exami- 
nation of thefe, that he has afforded us the moft con- 
a Proofs of his Genius in Criticifm. In the 
ollowing Citations from thence I fhall very faith- 
fully copy, not only my Author’s Sentiments but 
his Language, differing from the Original, with re- 
gard to the latter, in nothing but an Omiffion of 
fome Tautologies. 

The Scope of the fecond Chapter in this Jatter 
Part of the Differtation, is to point out the Con- 
tradictions which are to be met with in the Hifto- 
rians concerning the principal Occurrences of the 
Reign of Romulus: One of thefe is. The Rape of 
the Sabines. With Refpect to this Story, our Au- 
thor fays, ‘* Ic is furprifing that Dionyfius of Ha- 
“¢ Jicarnaffus, an Author who piques himfelf upon 
‘¢ carefully avoiding Improbabilities, fhould place 
‘¢ in his Hiftory a Fable fo ill invented, and to 
which he gives ftill lefs Appearance of Proba- 
bility than other Authors, Truly if the firft In- 
habitants of Rome were a Colony of Albans, 
*¢ among whom were fome of the nobleft Families ; 
‘© and if thofe who join’d them, when Romulus 
had open’d his Afylum, were free-born Men, 
whom the Misfortune of Times, and no infa- 
mous or capital Crimes had obliged to forfake 
their Country, is ic credible that neighbouring 
Nations would have refus’d to make Alliances 
with them? But would the A/bans, efpecially, 
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have refus’d Wives to a Colony gone out from 
themfelves, whofe Leader’ was the Grandfon of 
their King? Toa Prince, who had deliver’d them 
from the Yoke of Tyranny, and re-eftablifh’d 
their lawful King upon the Throne? Ina Word, 
is it probable that they fhould be averfe from 
making Alliances with their Brethren, their 
Friends, and other honeft People, whom pre. 
vailing Faction had conftrain’d to feek a Shelter 
in this new City? Such, according to Diony/ius 
of fislicarnaffits, were the firft Inhabitants of 
Rome, aod for that very Reafon his Narration 
is void of all Probability. 

«© This Refufal, indeed, was more natural, if, 
as Plutarch fays, the firft that Romulus affembled 
about him were Criminals and Banditti. — Titus 
Livius paints the firft Subjects of Romzlus almoft 
in the fame Colours, 

«¢ What Difference there is between thefe two 
Authors! and whom fhould we follow in this 
Diverfity of Opinions? If we receive the Account 
of Dionyfius, there is no Likelihood that the firft 
Inhabitants of Rome needed to have Recourfe to 
violent Meafures for procuring themfelves Wives. 
And if we follow Plutarch and Titus Livias, it 
muft be acknowledg’d, that it was a very rath 
Attempt in a Handful of People, that were 
fcarcely fettled, to draw upon themfelves the 
Refentment of fo warlike and powerful a Nation 
as were the Sabines, who maintained Jong Wars 
again{t the Remans, at a Time when their Power 
was at a confiderable Height.” 

The Siege of Rome by Porfenna, King of Etra- 


via, is an Event, than which, our Author fays, 
none holds a more honourable Place in the Reman 


Hiftory, and is the next, the Accounts of which 
he undertakes to examine. 


5¢ 


“< If the Hiftorians may be credited, the two 
Parties acquired lefs Glory by the Actions of 
« Valour, 
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Valour, to which this War gave Rife, how- 
ever wonderful they may appear, than by the 
Sentiments of Generofity which they fhewed 
on both Sides upon that Occafion. The Mar- 
vellous that runs through all the Circum- 
{tances of this Siege, gives it fuch a fabulous 
Air, that we may fay without Rafhnefs, that ie 
would be more fitly placed in a Romance of 
Chivalry, than in Hiftory. Jt was at that Time, 
fays Florus, that appeared thofe Prodigies of Va- 
lour, Horatius, Mucius, and Clelia, which, un 
le/s they were found in the Annals, would look like 
Fables. The Hiftorian, by this Acknowledg- 
ment, gives us fufficient Authority to fufpect 
them ; but the Place which they have in Hiftory, 
and the Antiquity which makes them look ve- 
nerable, do not permit us to reject them without 
a fair Examination. 
“© Of all the Authors who have treated purpofe- 
ly of this Siege, we don’t find one who tells us, 
that the City of Rome furrender’d to Porfenna. 
They own in general, that it was very hardly 
prefs’d, and even reduced to the Point of Extre- 
mity, when Porfénna, charm’d with the Roman 
Valour, quitted the Siege out of pure Genero- 
fity. Yet Tacitus deploring the Conflagration of 
the Capitol, to which Vitellius’s Party had fet 
Fire, when they befieged Sabinus, Vefpafian's 
Brother, who had thrown hiinfelf into it, he 
adds, that the Romezs had not fuffer’d f@ 
sreat a Difafter, even when Rome furrender’d to 
Porfenia. Indeed Tacitus is the only Hiftorian, 
where this Fact is to be found; but he is too ju- 
dicious, and too exaét an Author, to have ad- 
vanced a Thing of this kind, without good Au- 
thority. Perhaps he came to the Knowledge of 
it by fome original Piece, which till that Time 
had lain undifcover’d by all the Hiftorians that 
had gone before him. What confirms this Con- 
K 3  jecture 
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“ jeCture is, the Treaty which is cited by Pliny ; 
“ Inthe Treaty, {ays that Hiftorian, which Porfenna 
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granted to the Romans after the Expuifion of the 
Kings, we find it exprefly ftipulated, that they 
foould not make ufe of Iron, except in tilling the 
Ground. Probably it was from this Treaty that 
Tacitus \earn’d the Truth of this Matter ; and 
that befides the Condition inferted for difarming 
the Romans, there were other Articles, by which 
it appear’d plainly, that Per/enna had taken the 
City. What Pliny cites from this Treaty is 
fufficient to confirm what Zaci‘us fays. It Por- 
fenna was in a Capacity of impofing upon the 
Romans fuch Conditions as were no lefs than 
difarming them, it was doubtlefs after having 
fubdued them, and taken their Ciry. Now 
if the Romans found themfelves oblig’d to accept 
Peace upon this Condition, they remain’d no 
longer a free People, as the Hiftorians reprefent 
them. 
‘¢ Notwithftanding the Silence of all the Hi- 
ftorians, concerning the taking of Rome by 
Porfenna, perhaps fomething may be found even 
in them to favour the Opinion of Tacitus and 
Pliny, that the Romans were {ubje&t to Por- 
Jenna ; perhaps it will be even found, that they 
acknowledged his Sovereignty. We learn from 
Dionyfius of Halicarnaffus, that the Senate fent 
him the Ivory Chair, the Crown of Gold, the 
Scepter, and the triumphant Robes, which were 
the very Prefents by which the Ty/cans had fome 
Time before acknowledged the Sovereignty of 
Tarquinius Prtfcus over them ; though afterwards 
the Romaus frequently made fuch Prefents to 
Kings, who were fo far from having any Supe- 
riority over them, that they were entirely in 
their Dependence ; yet it feemeth that in thofe 
Times it was look’d upon as an Acknowledg- 
“ ment 
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ment of the Sovereignty of a King. Indeed if 
this Step in the Tu/cans, of fending the Enfigns 
of Royalty to Targuinius Prifcus, be look’d upon 
as a Mark of Submiffion to the Authority of 
that King, why fhould not the Step which the 
Romans made with regard to Porfenna, be exe 
plain’d in the fame Manner, fince it is in nothing 


¢ different? 


“¢ To fay the Truth, it is furprifing that an Event 
of this Importance fhould not be more clearly 
explain’d. ~— But was not this Treaty too mor- 
tifying for the Romans? is there any Likelihood 
that fo warlike a People, whofe only Profeffion 
was that of Arms, would fuffer itfelf to be dif. 
arm’d? Rather than make fuch an Acknow- 
ledgment, the Hiftorians have endeavour’d to 
bury in Oblivion a Circumftance fo difhonourable 
to their Nation, 

«© They have dazzled their Readers by difplay- 
ing the Valour of an Horatius, a Cocles, a Mu- 
tius Scevola, and the Intrepidity of a Clelia, and 
by that Means have diverted them from the Sight 
of fo humbling an Objeé&t. To deceive them 
the better, they have dwelt upon Circumftances, 
which ferved to raife the Glory of the Romans, 
whefe Conquefts for a long time had only pav’d 
the way to new ones, and whofe Reputation was 
grown to fuch a Height as to make fuch extraor- 
dinary Facts credible. Porfenna is reprefented 
as tranfported with the Valour of the Romans, 
and fubmitting, as it were, to receive Laws from 
them, and to find an honourable Pretext to re- 
tire, Not one Word of the Rendition of the 
City, nor of the Yoke which Porfenna impofed 
upon the Romans, tho’ it is acknowledged that 
they were reduced to the laft Extremity. 

‘«¢ Bucit may be faid, that if Porfenna obliged the 
Romans to fubmit to him, how comes it that he 
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did not reftore Targuin to his Throne? For al! 
the Hiftorians agree, that it was upon that Ac- 
count only that he took up Arms againft the 
Romazs. This Objection is not very difficult to 
anfwer. Porfenna indeed made the Re-eftablith- 
ment of Yarguin a Pretext for making War up- 
on the Romans;——but it is the Cuftom of 
Princes to colour over their Defigns by fuch Pre- 
texts, and to make them fubfervient to the Ad- 
vancement of their own Affairs. Por/fenna per- 
haps, when he found himfelf Mafter of the Ro- 
mans, chofe rather to make them his own Sub- 
jects, and to reap the Advantage of that War 
himfelf, than to put them again under the Do- 
minion of Zarguin. Perhaps too, perceiving the 
{trong Averfion they fhew’d to fubmit to a Yoke 
“ they had juft thrown off, he was afraid that a 
«¢ Nation naturally fierce would rebell, if he infift- 
“ ed too ftiffy upon it. 

Our Author expatiates ftill longer upon this Sub- 
jet, he beflows three or four Pages more on it 
than I have here cited ; but this is enough to fhew 
him in the Character of a Critick, and nothing is 
omitted that feems to be of any-Moment to the 
Point before us. I will fingle out one other of 
thofe Events of the Roman Hiftory, which he has 
undertaken to fcrutinife, and clofe this Article with 
his Reafons for doubting the Truth of what the Hi- 
ftorians have delivered relating to it. It is the 
Torture and Execution of Regulus by the Cartha- 
ginians ; a Topick that has been mightily infifted 
on, for infpiring us with the moft exalted Ideas of 
Rowman Fortitude. 

There are, three very ftrong Reafons, our 
‘Author fays, for doubting the Truth of this 
Fact. The firft is, the prodigious Difagree- 
ment of Authors, who make mention of it, con- 

cerning 
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cerning the kind of Punifhment which the Car- 
thaginians made him undergo, 
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‘© Aulus Gellius has preferved what two ancient 
Roman Hiftorians faid concerning it, whofe 
Writings have not reached us. It was faid by 
Sempronius Tuditanus, the ancienteft of the two, 
that the Carthaginians, before they fent Regulus 
to Rome upon his Parole, had given him a flow 
Poifon, which confumed him infenfibly, that he 
might live no longer than till the Prifoners were 
exchanged, This, according to that Hittorian, 
was one of the Reafons which Regulus alledg’d 
to the Senate, to diffuade them from confenting 
to the Exchange which the Carthaginians pro- 
pos’d. He adds, that Regulus being return’d to 
Carthage, they made him die for want of Sleep, 
This is likewife the Opinion of Cicero; but he 
fays, that befides the Privation of Sleep, they 
cut off his Eye-lids, and fhut him up in a Sort 
of Machine, perhaps a Cheft ftuck round with 
Iron Nails, with the Points inward. In this he 
likewife differs from Alius Tubero, his Cotem- 
porary, of whom ulus Gellius has preferved 
a Fragment in the fame Chapter. We there 
find, that Regulus, upon his return to Carthage, 
was thrown into a deep Dungeon, where the 
Light had no Accefs ; and that after keeping him 
there fome time, they brought him out, and ex- 
pos’'d him to the Sun in all its Splendor: That 
there they forced him to open his Eyes, and 
look full upon the Sun; and that he might not 
be able to fhut them, they fewed his Eye-lids 
above and below. 
‘¢ We fee here three Authors of very different 
Opinions, As we have only an Abridgement of 
the eighteenth Book of Titus Livias, we cannot 
tell what Account he gave of the Punifhment of 
Regulus. All we can difcover is, that the Car- 
, “© shaginians 
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Art, 9. 


thaginians put him to death; but the kind of 
Punifhment they made him undergo, is not fpe- 
cifed. As Florus follows for the moft part 7j- 
tus Livius, and as fome learned Men are even of 
Opinion, that he was the Author of thofe A- 
bridgments of him which ftill remain; perhaps 
we may difcover by him what Titus Livius’s O- 
pinion was concerning the Punifhment which 
the Carthaginians inflicted upon Regulus. Ac- 
cording to him, they nailed him to a Crofs, an 
ufual Punifhment among them. urelius Vic- 
tor {ays, that he was put into a wooden Cheft 
ftuck round with iron Pointson the infide. 4p- 
pian of Alexandria gives almoft the fame Account 
of it; and this is the very Punifhment which Sj- 
lius Italicus gives a long Defcription of in his 
fixth Book. Thefe are the different Accounts 
which Authors give of the Death of Regulus. 
It is natural to conclude, from this diverfity of 
Opinions, that they knew nothing certainly con- 
cerning it, and that this Fable ow’d its Rife to no- 
thing elfe but the Hatred which the Romans bore 
to the Carrhaginians. 

The fecond Reafon which confirms him in this 


Opinion, is the Silence of Polybius concerning 
this pretended Punifhment, and every Thing re- 
lating to Regulus after he was reftored to the 
Carthaginians. ‘* This judicious Hiftorian, who 
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has written the Hiftory of the firft Punic War, 
would not have pafied in Silence fo interefting 
an Event, and which gave a juft Occafion for 
taxing the Carthaginians with Cruelty and Perfi- 
dy. The Silence of this Author almoft induces 
me to give as little Credit to what is faid of the 
Embafly of Regulus as of his Punifhment, and 
to believe that the one has no better Foundation 
than the other. I cannot be perfuaded but that, 
if the Thing had been true, he muft have had 

«© fome 
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«¢ fome Knowledge of it. He was at too much 
ss Pains to inform himfelf of every Thing to leave 
«¢ Room for prefuming that this Faét had efcaped 
‘© him. Now fince it cannot be fuppofed, that he 
‘¢ was ignorant of it, it is probable that he thought 
s¢ ic unworthy a Place in this Hiftory. 

The third Reafon, which perfuades him of the 
Falfity of this Faéct, is drawn from a Fragment of 
Diodorus Siculus, which is preferv’d among the 
Fragments publifhed by Valefius. ‘* We theteby 
‘¢ difcover, that the Senate having committed the 
«¢ keeping of two illuftrious Carthaginian Prifoners 
« tothe Wife and Children of Regulus, they treat- 
‘¢ ed them with fo much Inhumanity, that one of 
<«¢ the two died by reafon of the Torments he was 
«¢ put to. This being difcover’d, the People, thro” 
s¢ Jndignation to fee Prifoners treated with fomuch 
«¢ Barbarity, complain’d of it to the Tribunes. Such 
‘s Cruelty appear’d to them odious and infuffera- 
¢ ble; the Children of Regulus were fummoned 
‘© before the Magiftrates, to give an Account of 
‘© their Conduct with regard to the Prifoners, and 
<< they were very near being capitally condemned 
s¢ for it, becaufe the Shame of fuch an Action re- 
<¢ flected upon the whole Roman People. Wherefore 
«© they were enjoined, under the fevereft Penalties, to 
‘¢ treat their Prifoners more tenderly for the future. 
“© The Sons of Regulus throwing all the Fault up- 
“on their Mother, endeavoured to repair it as 
“ much as lay in their Power. They burnt the 
‘¢ Body of Boftares, who died in their Cuftody, 
“© and ient the Afhes to his Relations; and by the 
« Care they took of Hamilcar, they recover’d him 
“ from the deplorable Condition to which their 
s Cruelty had reduced him, It may be eafily 
‘© suefs’d by this Fragment, that whatever is faid of 
‘‘ the Punifhment of Regulus is pure Fiétion, and 
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¢ chat it was nothing elfe but the Vexation which 
« his Wife and Children conceived for his Death, 
«s that made them load the Carthaginians with 

this Calumny. For if they really had made 

Regulus fufter fuch cruel Torments as feveral 
¢ Authors pretend, the Roman People, accord- 
«¢ ing to the Notions of Things at that Time, 
< would not have blamed the Behaviour of Re- 
¢ gulus’s Children towards the Prifoners who 
«< were put into their Hands, On the contrary, 
« it would have been thought a juft Refentment, 
« and a laudable Vengeance, in fuch a Cafe, that 
«“ the Carthaginians might be forced, through the 
«< Fear of Reprifals, to treat their Prifoners with 
« sore Humanity for the future, 

Thefe are the Grounds upon which our Au- 
thor goes, in rejecting what ts vulgarly believed 
concerning the tragical Ufage of Regulus by the 
Carthaginians. If there be any Truth art all in 
the Story of Regulus, and the whole of it be not 
a Fiction, his Embaffy as well as his Death, 
which he fufpects, he accounts for the Report, 
which fo commonly prevailed of his barbarous 
Treatment at Carthage, from  thefe Caufes: 
‘© The Senate, put the Carthaginian Prifo- 
«ners under the keeping of the Wife and 
«s Children of Regulus; not that they might 
‘s make Reprifals upon them, as the Roman 

Hiftorian fuppofes, but to give them the 

Means of delivering their Father more eafily 

from Captivity (for without doubt he was ftill 

living} by propofing to exchange him for 
thofe two Carthaginians ; or at leait that they 
might have Pledges for his good Treatment. 

In the mean time Regulus happening to die a 

natural Death, his Wife, inconfolable for the 


Lofs of her Husband, imagined, perhaps, 
‘© that 
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that the Rigour of the Confinement, in which 
the Carthaginians had kept him, had contri- 
buted to haften his Fate. She refolved to be 
revenged upon the Prifoners, which had been 
committed to her keeping; and made them 
fuffer the moft barbarous Treatment, even to 
the being fhut up in Chefts ftuck round with 
Points of Iron, according to Yuditanus. The 
Roman People, having Notice of the Barbari- 
ty which was exercifed towards the Prifoners, 
took Cognizance of the Affair, foon enough 
to prevent the Death of one of them. The 
other, who probably was lefs robuft, had not 
been able to fupport the cruel Treatment 
wherewith he was ufed, and had died un- 
der the Weight of his Torments. The Ma- 
giftrates and Roman People declared loudly 
againft this Behaviour of the Wife and Children 
of Regulus, toward thofe Carthaginians. The 
laft, cover’d withsConfufion for the Reproach 
they had drawn upon themfelves, and being 
manifeftly conviéted of having violated the 
Law of Nations, fpread a Report, in order to 
juftify themfelves, that they had only made 
Reprifals upon their Prifoners, and taken 2 
juft Revenge upon the Carthaginians for the 
like Treatment towards their Father. The 
Hatred which the Romans bore to a rival Na- 
tion, with which they were actually in War, 
foon blew about this Story, to which fome Hi- 
{torians have given a Sort of Authority, by 
inferting it in their Hiftories. As it had no 
other Foundation than a vulgar Report, it is 
no Wonder that we find it told in fo many 
different Ways. Act laft the Vengeance which 
the Sons of Reguims had taken was intirely 
fuppreffed ; a Veil was thrown over it, and no 

‘s more 
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<¢ more mention was made of any thing but the 
« Barbarity of the Carthaginians. ofl) 3a 


ARTICLE X. 


Works of Literature lately publifhed, or in 
the Prefs, abroad. 


PARIS. 


Regoire du Puis is reprinting La Religion Chré- 

tienne prouvée par les Faits, by the Abbé Hout- 

teville. This Edition will be confiderably enlarged, 
and will make three Volumes in Quarto. 


GRONINGEN. 


Hajon Spandaw has lately printed a very curious 
Piece, entitled, LeonaRp1 OFFERHAUS Spicile- 
giorum Hiftorico-Chronologicorum Libri tres; in 
which he has given an Account of the facred Chro- 
nology, the Origin and Cataftrophe of the Zafern 
Kingdoms; as likewife of the Migrations of the 
Greeks. To thefe are added two Differtations de 
Ptolemeo Aulete, et Vita Salvatoris publica et pri- 
vata. Quarto, 


HacueE. 

There will very fhortly be publifhed by Peter 
Goffe, of this Place, in four Vol. 4to. Introduétio 
ad Notitiam rerum Naturalium & Arte faftarum 
quarum in communi Vita, fed precipue in Medicind 
ufus eft, per alphabeti ordinem digefta. The Author 
is F. Ch. Rieger. 





